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Our Platform 


A conference participated in by representatives of 
all interests, as well as government officials and 
economists, for the purpose of determining the facts in 
controversy with respect to competitive forms of trans- 
portation, with a view to setting up a sound and fair 
system, with proper coordination. 

A permanent transportation institute, supported by 
all interested in sound policies, for the purpose of 
setting forth facts without bias. 

Keep the government out of business. This applies 
to ocean and inland waterway transportation as well as 
to other business. 

Take politics out of rate-making. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable railroad rates for 
shippers, but a rate level high enough to give the rail- 
roads as a whole the adequate revenue prescribed by the 
law and the Commission. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





BIAS—EDITORIAL AND OTHERWISE 


VERY now and then we are accused of bias in our 
treatment of transportation problems. Strangely 
enough—or, perhaps, naturally enough—these criticisms 
always come from those who are themselves obviously 
biased by reason of their own interests. 


There are two kinds of bias—or, rather, two main 
reasons for it. One kind is that arising, not from selfish 
interest, but merely from narrow-mindedness and unwill- 
ingness to consider the other side when one has taken a 
position. We know, for instance, of persons who may be 
said to be biased for or against a certain religion, or for 
or against prohibition, or for or against a protective 
tariff, and so on—this, not because the particular position 
or attitude they take is taken for the sake of benefit to 
themselves, but because, for one reason or another, they 
have believed as they do believe and refuse to listen to 
anything in the way of facts or arguments that might 
change their views. They are right, they know they are 
right, and that ends the matter. 

While we plead not guilty to that kind of bias, we 
are not seriously offended when accused of it. The 
accusation carries no sting except the one involved in 
the above explanation, and it is natural for the critic 
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to believe that the one he criticises is not as open-minded 
as he thinks he himself is. 

The other kind of bias—and, also strangely enough, 
that is the kind generally insinuated in the accusations 
we speak of—arises from selfish interest. One is biased 
in favor of or against this or that because his own pocket 
book, or his job, or his standing in the community, is 
affected. The railroads, for instance, are biased in favor 
of higher rates and more regulation and taxation of 
their competitors, because such policies would benefit 
them. Shippers, as such, are biased against such policies 
because to put them into effect would make their im- 
mediate costs of doing business higher. Steamship 
operators are biased against intercoastal regulation or 
higher Panama Canal tolls. Motor vehicle operators are 
biased against increases in taxation and regulation. And 
SO On. 

Why in the world we should be accused of bias for 
any such reason is past our understanding. It makes 
no vital difference to us whether the railroads starve or 
prosper or whether the motor vehicles are regulated or 
not. We merely, as publishers of an intelligent trans- 
portation magazine, stand for what we consider sound 
and fair policies; those who must find an ulterior motive 
for our attitude at one time or another seem utterly 
unable to believe that a disinterested student of trans- 
portation, without such motive, may reach a conclusion 
different from their own. It is impossible, from their 
point of view, that any fair minded person, without self- 
ish motive, should agree with the railroads, for instance, 
in a matter in controversy between railroads and shippers. 
Probably their idea as to motives arises subconsciously 
from their knowledge of the things that motivate them- 
selves. They never say what they mean—they simply 
hint and indulge in innuendo. 

Now and then we do hear it hinted that, perhaps, our 
position in a particular matter is influenced by adver- 
tising, on the theory that the railroads are expected to 
advertise in a publication that agrees with them in that 
matter. If persons who are inclined to attribute such a 
motive will examine our columns, they will see that we 
do not carry nearly as much railroad advertising as we 
carried some time ago. If they would use their heads 
they would understand that, even if favoring a railroad 
policy induced railroad advertising, it would, for the 
same reason, drive away motor vehicle advertising, inter- 
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coastal steamship advertising, inland waterway advertis- 
ing. 

The only sort of selfishness in our policy is that we 
believe, no matter what the immediate effect of our posi- 
tion in a specific matter with respect to encouraging or 
discouraging patronage, that, in the long run, the best 
business policy for a publication of this sort is to stand 
for what it believes to be sound and fair, building up a 
reputation, not only for fairness but for intelligence. That 
is an admission of a kind of selfish bias that will not, 
however, please our critics, for it is a kind based on de- 
sire for the very fairness and soundness which they deny. 

We believe in equalization of regulation as between 
the railroads and their competitors; we believe that 
government activity in inland waterway transportation 
is artificial and subsidized competition; we believe that 
sometimes the railroads are entitled to increases in rates, 
for the sake of maintaining adequate transportation 
facilities and continuing to function to the satisfaction 
of commerce; we believe in other things with which our 
readers are familiar. Some of them may not agree with 
us, but can they not see that it is possible for us to 
believe in these things without ulterior motive, and that 
it sometimes involves a sacrifice of friends or business 
for us to be frank about our beliefs? Can they not believe 
that, though we may sometimes be wrong, our motives 
are merely what we say they are? Must they always be 
guilty of suspecting low reasons? If we do not agree, 
for instance, with the National Industrial Traffic League, 
are we “attacking” the League? Are those who criticise 
us free from selfish motives themselves? Let them search 
their consciences. Let them argue, and reason, and 
debate to their hearts’ content, but let them be decent as 
well as intelligent about it. 

At any rate, we wish both our friends and our un- 
friendly critics a Merry Christmas and a Happy New 
Year—with a hope for a little less jaundiced view on the 
part of the latter in 1932. 


TRAFFIC WORLD INDEX 


HE index for the Traffic World, Volume XLVIII, 

July to December, inclusive, 1931, will be mailed to 
subscribers with the January 9 issue of the magazine. It 
should be preserved and bound with the copies of the 
magazine for future reference. 


1931 RAIL REVIEW 


(By R. Hi. Aishton, president of the American Railway Association 
and chairman of the Association of Railway Executives) 


The railroads of this country, as they emerge from 1931, 
find themselves, in common with industry in general, confronted 
With problems largely of a financial nature, due for the most 
part to the present business situation. 

However, the present problems of the railroads can also be 
said to be due in part to two other factors. They are: 


1. Defects in the present regulatory system which prevents the 

railroads from building up their reserves in normal times so as to 
enable them to be prepared to face conditions such as now exist, for 
no system can be termed sound which encourages reductions in 
rates in prosperous times and necessitates increases in times of 
economic depression. 
‘ 2. Lack of appropriate regulation, so far as interstate commerce 
is concerned, of the various agencies of transportation designed to 
bring about a complete and coordinated system of transportation 
embracing all land and water agencies. 
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Any upturn in business with the resultant increase in traffic 
will undoubtedly be of immense aid to the rail transportation 


systems of the nation. There is need, however, for other steps 
to be taken in order to preserve, in the public interest, railway 
credit and an adequate transportation service. To meet this 
need, there should be a revision of those provisions in the 
transportation act which directly and adversely affect the credit 
of the railways. 

Provisions should also be made for the necessary regulation 
of all agencies furnishing transportation for hire, so that sta- 
bility will be established and an equal opportunity created 
among them to compete for the commerce of the nation. 

Taxes also impose a heavy burden on the railways of this 
country. Railway taxes now are approximately fourteen per 
cent higher than they were ten years ago and it will require 
the net revenues of the railroads of this country for a period 
of four months out of the twelve months to pay their taxes in 
1931. 

In the matter of traffic, the year 1931 has been a sad dis- 
appointment to the railways. Earnings have correspondingly 
failed to improve, despite the great strides forward made by 
the carriers in recent years in the matter of increased effi- 
ciency and economy of operation. 


Preliminary reports, which will not become complete for 
several weeks, indicate that loading of revenue freight in 1931 
will total 37,250,000 cars, a reduction of 8,630,000 cars, or 18.8 
per cent under that for 1930, and 15,577,900 cars or 29.5 per cent 
under 1929. 


Measured in net ton-miles, the volume of freight handled 
in 1931 will be, complete reports are expected to show, 340,- 
000,000,000 net ton-miles, a reduction of 19.5 per cent under 
1930 and a reduction of 30.9 per cent under 1929. 


Preliminary reports for the year show that the Class I 
railroads as a whole had a net railway operating income in 
1931 of $534,000,000, or a return of 1.99 per cent on their 
property investment. Class I railroads in 1930 had a net rail- 
way operating income of $885,000,000, which was a return of 
3.36. per cent on their property investment. Gross operating 
revenues in 1931 amounted to approximately $4,259,000,000, a 
decrease of 20.3 per cent under those for 1930, while operating 
expenses amounted to $3,275,000,000, a decrease of 17.6 per cent 
under the previous year. 


The estimate of earnings for the twelve months of 1931 is 
based on complete reports for the first ten months and an 
estimate by the Bureau of Railway Economics as to earnings 
in November and December. The net railway operating income 
for the ten months’ period totaled $472,306,293, comparéd with 
$773,287,275 for the corresponding period in 1930. 

The rate of return on the basis of property investment by 
years follows: 


Se ne 0.21 per cent ER ee 4.98 per cent 
| ere 2.84 per cent Een aie 4.29 per cent 
Co eee § eo See ees 4.64 per cent 
re rere 4.33 per cent reer Ter ee 4.84 per cent 
DK des Serena na saa e 4.21 per cent o_o err *3.36 per cent 
rT ee 4.74 per cent 1931 (estimated)....*1.99 per cent 


*Based on investment at beginning of year. 


Passenger traffic in 1931 was less than for any year within 
the last 27 years, amounting to 21,800,000,000 passenger-miles. 
This was a reduction of 53.5 per cent under the record year 
of 1920. ‘ 


The railroads in 1931 installed in service 12,707 new freight 
cars and 133 locomotives, compared with 76,909 freight cars 
and 782 locomotives in 1930. Ownership of freight cars by 
Class I railways on December 1, 1931, was approximately 2,205,- 
062 cars, or 4.3 per cent less than on December 1, 1923, while 
the average carrying capacity per car owned increased 3.41 
tons per car. This was also a decrease of 159,610 cars under 
the high ownership period, September, 1925. The number of 
locomotives owned by Class I railroads on December 1 was 
54,861, a decrease of 10,018 locomotives, or 15.4 per cent, com- 
pared with the same date in 1923, but the average tractive 
power increased 6,698 pounds per locomotive, or 17.2 per cent. 

The greatest efficiency on record in the use of fuel by road 
locomotives was obtained by the railroads in 1931. An average 
of 118 pounds of fuel was required during the past year to haul 
1,000 tons of freight and equipment, including locomotive and 
tender, a distance of one mile. This average was the lowest 
ever attained by the railroads since the compilation of these 
reports began in 1918, being a reduction of two pounds under 
the best previous record established in 1930. 


Record efficiency also marked the use of fuel in the passen- 
ger service, an average of 14.4 pounds having been required to 
move each passenger train car one mile in 1931. compared with 
14.5 pounds in the preceding year. 








PAGE 1386 





REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended December 12 
totaled 613,534 cars, according to the car service division of 
the American Railway Association. This was a reduction of 
22,832 cars below the preceding week this year. It also was 
a reduction of 130,819 cars below the corresponding week last 
year and 309,327 cars under the corresponding week two years 


ago. 
Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended De- 


cember 12 and for the corresponding period of 1930 was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 5,302 and 5,831; live 
stock, 2,263 and 2,350; coal, 32,277 and 34,964; coke, 2,497 and 2,249; 
forest products, 1,846 and 2,769; ore, 539 and 1,204; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 52,758 and 58,234; miscellaneous, 43,352 and 55,360; total, 1931, 
140,834; 1930, 162,961; 1929, 200,711. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 2,792 and 2,874; 
live stock, 1,748 and 1,768; coal, 31,106 and 37,653; coke, 2,329 and 
3,949; forest ‘products, $06 and 1,336; ore, 362 and 969; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 39,547 and 44,786; miscellaneous, 38,590 and 51,325; total, 
1931, 117, 380; 1930, 144, 660; 1929, 187,351. 

Pocahontas district: Grain ‘and grain products, 274 and 226; live 
stock, 113 and 86; coal, 26,516 and 31,239; coke, 255 and 315; forest 
products, 576 and 865; ore, 114 and 182; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,509 
and 5,998; miscellaneous, 4,262 and 5,178; total, 1931, 37,619; 1930, 
44,089; 1929, 60,911. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,333 and 2,757; live 
stock, 958 and 1,209; coal, 16,157 and 19,347; coke, 395 and 515; forest 
products, 6,656 and 11,342; ore, 328 and 816; merchandise, ‘Se 
33,738 and 37,560; miscellaneous, 31,297 and 44 ,095; total, 1931, 91, 862: 
1930, 117,641; 1929, 143,415. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 6,449 and 10,423; 
live stock, 8,288 and 7,579; coal, 8,654 and 8,931; coke, 873 ae 1,151; 
forest products, 3,903 and 8, 471; ore, 29 and 198; merchandise, L . | 
23,971 and 27,489; mise ellaneous, 19, 507 and 24, 582; total, 1931, 71, 674; 
1930, 88,824; 1929, 107,863. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 9,360 and 
12,866; live stock, 9,299 and 10,277; coal, 11,707 and 12,417; coke, 172 
and 165; forest products, 2,899 and 5, 172; ore, 2,275 and 2,627; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 27, 727 and 30,205; miscellaneous, 35,873 and "47, 350; 
total, 1931, 99,312; 1930, 121,079; 1929, 142,041, 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,669 and 4,555; 
live stock, 2,022 and 2,304; coal, 4,565 and 4,522; coke, 136 and 197; 
forest products, 2,298 and 4,107; ore, 357 and 397; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 14,308 and 14,733; miscellaneous, 27,498 and 34,284; total, 1931, 
54,853; 1930, 65,099; 1929, 80,569. 

Total, all roads: Grain and grain products, 30,179 and 39,532; live 
stock, 24,691 and 25,573; coal, 130,982 and 149,073; coke, 6,657 and 
8,541; forest products, 19,084 and 34,062; ore, 4,004 and 6,393; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 197,558 and 219, 005; miscellaneous, 200,379 and 
262,174; total, 1931, 613, 534; 1930, 744, 353; 1929, 922,861. 


Loading of revenue freight in 1931 compared with the two 
previcus years follows: 


1931 1930 1929 

Five weeks in January............ 3,490,542 4,246,552 4,518,609 
Four weeks in February.......... 2,835,680 3,506,899 3,797,183 
Four wees in Marcn.........ccce-s 2,939,817 3,515,733 3,837,736 
DOGr WOES TE BOE 600s cccscens 2,985,719 3,618,960 3,989,142 
Pave WOGEE I TEAS. ooccccccccvesss 3,736,477 4,593,449 5,182,402 
Four weeks in: June.......c.cesese 29991, 049 3,718,983 4,291,881 
POU WOES Ih JOG .c.scccccucsevs 2,930,767 3,555,610 4,160,078 
Five weeks in August............. 3,747,284 4,671,829 5,600,706 
Four weeks in September......... 2,907,953 3,725,686 4,542,289 
Five weeks in October............ 3,813,456 4,751,349 5,751,645 
Four weeks in November......... 2,619,705 3,191,342 3,817,920 
Week ended December 5......... 636,366 787,072 933,309 
Week ended December 12......... 613,534 744,353 922) 861 

TOE: ok VOe KR aw ednwowesenal 36,249,049 44,627,817 51,345,761 


EASTERN CONSOLIDATION PLANS 


In an application for permission to intervene in the four- 
system phase of No. 12964, consolidation of railroads, the 
Delaware & Hudson says it has not considered making any sale 
or other disposition of its railroad or of any of its railroad 
interests. On the contrary, it declares it desires to remain an 
independent railroad carrier and to continue to serve the public 
as an independent and independently operated railroad property. 

“If any sale or disposition of petitioner’s railroad and rail- 
road interests, or any of them, were desired by its stockholders,” 
says the petition which is signed by H. T. Newcomb, vice-presi- 
dent and general counsel, “petitioner has many railroad con- 
nections which petitioner is informed and believes would, or 
might, be interested in acquiring petitioner’s railroad and rail- 
road interests, or some of them, and under normal conditions 
there are and would ,be very numerous and satisfactory oppor- 
tunities for making any such disposition, but any order such as 
prayed for in such application (four-system petition) would 
restrict, or would seem to restrict possibilities in the making of 
any such disposition so that, after the entry of such an order, 
there would be created a combination of carriers and carrier 
corporations to which, and to which alone, it would be possible, 
or would seem to be possible, to make any such sale or dis- 
position.” 

The petition further said that an order having that effect 
which on its face would seem to require petitioner to abandon 
the business in which it had been engaged during its whole 
corporate existence and dispose of all its property and business 
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to a prescribed single combination of corporations would be in 
substantial restraint of trade and would, in practical effect, 
contitute a cloud on the title of the petitioner to its property 
and property interests and would very materially reduce and 
impair the value to petitioner of all such property and interests 
and would greatly and irreparably damage petitioner and all 
owners of its stocks and bonds. 

Furthermore, according to the petition, the four-system plan 
in its entirety, as it relates to the D. & H. and otherwise, is not 
wise nor practicable nor in the interest of the public and the 
plan should not be approved by the Commission. The four- 
system plan allocates the D. & H. to the category of properties 
to be owned jointly by the four systems. 

The D. & H. also avers that it has not at any time received 
or made any offer or offers for the disposition of its railroad 
either from or to any of the four carriers proposing the four- 
system plan, or any one representing or purporting to represent 
them. It further sets forth that it is not advised by the 
four-stem application, or otherwise, of the terms and conditions, 
if any terms and conditions have been developed or formulated, 
upon which the four applicants, or any of them, propose to 
acquire its railroad or any of the railroads it controls. 

Among the railroads grouped in the D. & H. property by 
the four-system plan, the D. & H. petition points out, is the 
Napierville Junction Railway Co., a Quebec corporation, not 
subject to the Commission and operating wholly in Canada. 

The Southern Furniture Manufacturers’ Association, High 
Point, N. C., has filed an intervening petition and protest in 
No. 12964, consolidation of railroads, in opposition to allocation 
in whole or in part of the Chicago, Indianapolis and Louisville 
Railway to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, and in 
support of the petition of the Southern Railway Company and 
the Louisville and Nashville Railroad ‘Company asking that the 
entire interest in the Monon be allocated equally and jointly to 
System No. 8, Atlantic Coast Line, and System No. 9, Southern. 

The Jacksonville Chamber of Commerce, the Jacksonville 
Port Bureau and the Jacksonville Traffic Bureau, Inc., of Jack- 
sonville, Fla., in No. 12964, consolidation of railroads, opposing 
control of the Monon by the Baltimore & Ohio, assert that such 
control would reduce, prevent, and exclude competition between 
northern and south Atlantic ports for traffic to and from cen- 
tral territory. They ask that the Monon be allocated to the 
Atlantic Coast Line and Southern systems. 


HOCH-SMITH LIVESTOCK 


The western trunk line railroads, in No. 17000, part 9, Hoch- 
Smith livestock western district, have asked the Commission to 
modify its order in that case so as to authorize them to con- 
tinue rates between points in the same state applicable over 
interstate routes, where there is equality now, the same as the 
intrastate routes until its further order, instead of requiring 
revision of such rates not later than January 25, the effective 
date of the order in this case. Relief of that sort, they point 
out in their application, was granted in the class rate revision 
so as to enable the railroads having interstate routes in com- 
petition with intrastate routes to continue competition on a 
basis of equality of rates. 

The Santa Fe, Alton, Burlington, Katy, Missouri Pacific, 
Frisco and Wabash, by petition in the same case, have asked 
the Commission to permit them to continue provisions in their 
tariffs special minimum weights, stopover privileges and things 
of that sort, for application from points in southeastern Kansas 
and Missouri to St. Louis, Mo., East St. Louis, Ill, and Kansas 
City and St. Joseph, Mo., which are different from those pre- 
scribed in the Commission’s report and order in this case, 176 
I. C. C. 1. The provisions which they wish to continue, includ- 
ing transportation for caretakers, were put into the tariffs to 
meet truck competition. They said that that competition was 
“very serious and threatening.” They desire to continue the 
provisions on and after the effective date of the Commission’s 
order in this case until April 30, 1932, and thereafter, if, upon 
investigation, it is found that the provisions are beneficial in 
producing traffic for them. 

Missouri River livestock markets have also asked for clar- 
ification of the Commission’s report and order so as to make 
it certain that shippers will retain the so-called market privilege, 
with change of ownership of the traffic. They desire the report 
and order to be made clear that they do not prohibit the priv- 
ilege in the event of a change of ownership. 


EASTMAN ON PUBLIC OWNERSHIP 
Senator Norris, of Nebraska, asked and obtained leave to 
print in the Congressional Record of December 18 the address 
delivered by Commissioner Hastman November 7 before the 
American Academy of Political and Social Science at Phliadel- 
phia on “Public or Private Ownership.” (See Traffic World, 
Nov. 14, pp. 1043 and 1059.) 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





Hope springs eternal in the 
breasts of the men composing the 
chambers of commerce of the coun- 
try, united in a national body, the 
Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States. They have voted for a pro- 
gram for the stabilization of business and employment. They 
will give ardent support to any member of Congress who will 
write a bill or bills authorizing or doing these things: 


Chamber of Commerce 
of the United States 
an Optimist 


The setting up by business itself of a national economic council 
to aid all fields of industry, finance and commerce in their planning. 


Modification of the anti-trust laws to make clear lawfulness of 
agreements intended to relate production to consumption. 

Relief in emergencies for the natural resource industries, such 
as coal, oil and lumber, by the creation of a government tribunal which 
would permit agreements for curtailment of production when in the 
public interest. 


Establishment of privately sustained systems of unemployment 
benefits as well as other similar benefits based upon definite reserves 
previously established. 


Modification of the anti-trust laws so that business men 
may make combinations devoid of the things monopolies and 
near-monopolies are supposed to do against the public interest 
has been a dream of business men for almost as many years 
as the Sherman anti-trust law has been on the books. It, how- 
ever, stands as it stood when Senator Sherman, of Ohio, re- 
ported it and had it enacted. Other anti-trust laws have been 
enacted. The Federal Trade Commission statute was supposed 
to have softened the anti-trust law by setting up a body that 
would take business by the hand and guide it in the paths of 
what would be deemed righteousness by those who believe that, 
when a business grows large, it necessarily must be a trust or 
a monopoly and, therefore, to be knocked down. But it has 
not accomplished much. It has insufficient power. 





“A treaty was signed at Vienna be- 
tween the emperor, the king of Great 
Britain, and the king of Spain which 
settled the peace of Europe on its former 
footing and put off the threatening war for a time. By this 
treaty the king of England (George II) conceived hopes that all 
wars would be at an end’—Goldsmith’s History of England. 

At this time of Christmas carols, good wishes, and the de- 
bate over the moratorium whereby an economic collapse on 
account of war debts is to be avoided, if possible, it might be 
suggested that those who “sold” the big war as one to end 
wars did not remember much history, or, if they did, they be- 
lieved that, as to wars, at least, history had given up its prac- 
tice of repeating itself. 


Peace on Earth, 
Good Will to Men 





When the burrowing into things that came 


Treasures into being when the eastern and western class 
that Have rate revisions became operative December 3, has 

gone a little farther, it is believed that the car- 
Been Lost riers will be disclosed in a picture strongly re- 


sembling that of little Jack Horner with his 
Christmas plum pie. By the same token, it will appear that 
some shippers who have been crossing the Mississippi and 
other rate-break points on combinations of rates subject to the 
Jones combination rule have lost a plum. Their loss will be 
due to the fact that the Commission has prescribed many joint 
through or overhead rates. 


When a joint rate has been prescribed it takes precedence. 
Under the rule forbidding the carriers to have joint rates higher 
than the combinations, the combinations must alternate with 
the overhead rates, superseding the latter, if they are lower. 

But combinations alternated against joint rates are not sub- 
ject to treatment under the Jones rule. That was decided by 
the Commission in California Dressed Beef Company vs. A. T. 
& S. F., 128 I. C. C. 607. The full combinations must be used in 
comparison with the overhead or joint rates. 


That, however, is not the whole story. Even those who 
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will continue to use the combinations, except shippers of plaster, 


have lost something—namely, the Jones rule. They will not be 
able to use it in cutting down the combinations, because the 
Jones rule, except as to plaster, is dead in and between Official 
and Western Trunk Line territories. 


Plaster shippers saved the Jones rule, for themselves, by 
obtaining suspension of cancellation schedules, filed by Boyd 
and Jones, in I. and S. No. 3664. The plaster shippers pro- 
tested so vigorously that the Commission held up the Boyd and 
Jones publications. 


Whether shippers of other heavy loading commodities pro- 
tested, only he who has read and is able to remember all that 
was contained in the protests against schedules having Decem- 
ber 3 as the effective date is able to say. The protests, in bulk, 
ranked Dr. Eliot’s five foot shelf of books. If other shippers 
protested, they did not talk loud enough to engage the Com- 
mission’s suspensive attention; therefore, they will have to use 
the full combinations, whether they are using them to ascer- 
tain the amounts of their freight bills or to determine whether 
there is a combination cutting the joint or overhead rates. 





Just to show that John Marshall 
was a wise man when he said the 
power to tax was the power to destroy, 
one branch of Washington’s. city 
council has voted to double the tax on 
gasoline, impose an income tax some 
higher than the present federal income tax, more than double 
the tax on the citizen’s automobile, and, as a parting kick, made 
the heirs of a Washingtonian give up an estate tax for the 
privilege of inheriting the money left by their ancestor, some of 
which they probably helped accumulate. These things that 
branch of the national capital’s city council (known as the 
House of Representatives to the rest of the country), did by 
passing four complex measures in about the time it would take 
to say Jack Robinson. 


Virginians earning an income in Washington, under the 
legislation now laid before the other part of the city council 
(known as the United States Senate), it is figured would have 
to pay three income taxes. One would go to the federal govern- 
ment, one to Virginia, and one to the District of Columbia. 
They would have particular reason for believing their fellow 
Virginian, the great chief justice, was a wise man when he said 
the power to tax was the power to destroy. 


There is much confusion and uncertainty about the matter. 
One thing, however, seems certain—namely, that congressmen 
who get income if they do not earn it, in the District of 
Columbia, would be exempt from the income tax imposed, pre- 
sumably, for the benefit of the District of Columbia. 


Enfranchisement of the former slaves and almost con- 
tinued ascendency of a political party claiming their gratitude 
have been the causes of a fight between Washingtonians and 
their city council, the Congress of the United States, for half a 
century or more. That party, at times strong for the miscalled 
“right of franchise” of the colored brother (in the south), 
solved the problem of too much colored brother in Washington 
city politics by disfranchising both whites and blacks in the 
District of Columbia. Its affairs are administered by three com- 
missioners appointed by the President of the United States. 
They exercise executive and minor legislative power, thereby 
not showing great respect for the Montesqieu idea of a separa- 
tion of the powers of the state into three parts, adopted by the 
fathers of the Constitution. 


For years there has been a squabble as to how much the 
federal government should pay toward the expense of keeping 
up Washington, inasmuch as it pays no taxes—not even the 
gasoline tax collected on the theory that it is to be devoted to 
streets and highways. It was supposed to have been settled, 
yearg ago, by a 40-60 division, the federal government to con- 
tribute the smaller amount, though its activities are such as to 
absorb the services of about half the population. Congress 
solemnly enacted that proposition into law. According to 
Washingtonians, the rule has been disregarded often since then. 
Now the House proposes to reduce the federal contribution from 
$9,500,000 to $6,500,000 a year, though the increased taxes, some 
of which are substitutes, it is estimated, will raise $4,000,000 a 
year. Washingtonians, having no votes, do not, of course, 
participate, except by talk, in the squabbles. 

A committee headed by a Michigan man made a report that 
led up to this latest proposal to change the situation, to the 
financial hurt of Washingtonians. Among other things, that 
report pointed out that, as it saw things, Washingtonians paid 
less than folks in other cities toward the upkeep of their local 
governments. 


Washingtonians and 
Their City Council 
Pull Hair 
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Wherefore, according to the views of Washingtonians, they 
are to be “soaked” by their alien city councilmen, because the 
councilmen of other cities, chosen by their neighbors, have piled 
up taxes. 

Government by “grouch” that is, it has been suggested, with 
no thought on the part of the taxing power that, perhaps, a 
reduction in burdens, by the elimination of silly governmental 
activities, might bea good thing to try. 


In connection with its confirmation, 
this week, of the nomination of Com- 
missioners Meyer and Lee, the Senate 
displayed the hobbles it has placed on 
itself in dealing with the White House. 
Under unanimous consent, Senator Cou- 
zens, of Michigan, chairman of the committee on interstate com- 
merce, had the nominations confirmed on short notice. There 
was no objection. ‘The Michigan senator pointed out that the 
two commissioners, if not confirmed before the holiday recess, 
could not hold office after the end of the year. On that repre- 
sentation the confirmations were made. 

A little while after that was done he told the Senate that 
he had been informed that, unless unanimous consent to notify 
the President of the confirmations of the two commissioners 
and a member of the Board of Mediation was had, the three 
confirmed men could not hold office until after two executive 
sessions had been held, because the President would not be 
notified until after two sessions had been held. So unanimous 
consent to tell the President about the confirmations right away 
was given. 

All that technical flubdub was necessary on account of a 
rule of the Senate that any vote may be reconsidered on motion 
of a senator on the prevailing side, if made before two other 
sessions had passed. 

Something more than a year ago the Senate got miffed 
before Dr. George Otis Smith, as soon as he came into office 
as chairman of the Federal Power Commission, did something 
it did not like. Thereupon, it went through the motion of re- 
considering and reversing the vote whereby it had confirmed 
Smith. It called on the President to send back Smith’s name. 
He refused, so the Senate went to court about the matter and 
is still there. So now, when it confirms a nomination it does 
not tell the President about it until the possibility of its recon- 
sideration has passed—except on unanimous consent, as in the 
case of Commissioners Meyer and Lee. It is not going to let 
go of a confirmation until it is sure it does not want to change 
its mind.—A. E. H. 


Senate Cautious 
in Dealing With 
the White House 


The National Industrial Traffic League has issued a cir- 
cular summarizing the hearings so far held under Ex Parte 104, 
part 2, relating generally to terminal service of Class I carriers. 
The circular announces that counsel for the League will not 
participate in further hearings that may be held “unless the 
industries having a vital interest in the investigation wish 
League counsel to carry on at their expense.” However, says 
the circular, if further hearings are held and it becomes neces- 
sary or desirable for shipper witnesses to be heard, the League 
members will be advised by further circular. The circular, 
among other things, says: 


The examination so far made has been extremely superficial, 
in the opinion of counsel for the league, from the point of view 
of disclosing any facts which would indicate irregularities or abuses 
or unjust or preferential treatment at individual industries, assum- 
ing that the present rate bases and practices of the carriers are to 
continue in force, as approved by the Commission in the car spotting 
case, 37 i. Cc. C. See. 

By far the most important phase of the inquiry is the matter of 
car spotting charge at industries having systems of plant tracks 
and the question of modification or cancellation of car spotting al- 
lowances. On this question, the director of service has indicated 
his understanding that the obligation of the carrier does not extend 
beyond the placement of the car on the so-called interchange track 
at the entrance to a plant. He apparently construes the demurrage 
rules under which free time begins to run when the car reaches the 
interchange track, as peing conclusive evidence that this marks the 
end of the carrier’s obligation under the bill of lading contract and 
under line-haul freight rate. 

On the other hand, every one of more than forty railroad traffic 
officers and operating men have testified that the road-haul rates 
include the complete service of spotting the car, i. e., taking it 
through to the point where it is finally unloaded within the plant. 
This has been the position of the league and it is amply sustained 
by the railroad testimony. 

The further view of the director of service seems to be that 
a spotting allowance is not proper if intended to cover more than 
the equivalent of a simple side track or ordinary team track delivery 
service. 

On the other hand, the railroad operating witnesses rather uni- 
formly have expressed the view that team track deliveries are more 
expensive than side track deliveries, not only because of the invest- 
ment in facilities, but because of the operating service involved, 
and have further expressed the view that it costs less per car for 
the entire delivery service on large numbers of cars placed at large 
industries than for the single or two or three car deliveries at in- 
dustries having one or two side tracks. 

There are substantial grounds for assuming that the general in- 
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quiry was launched primarily against the iron and steel industry 
and incidentally against others of the largest industries having elab- 
orate systems of plant tracks and at which spotting allowances are 
made. The inquiry, however, has taken a much broader course and 
is not at all so limited. Territorially it has related_so far chiefly 
to official territory but has extended south to Texas, Louisiana, Mis- 
sissippi and Florida, west to Washington, Oregon and California, 
and east to the Atlantic seaboard, including Maine and New Hamp- 


shire. 
RETAIL DISTRIBUTION STUDY 


A special case study of the delivery problems and costs of 
retail stores in Boston, Mass., is being undertaken by the Com- 
merce Department as a part of the retail delivery survey which 
the department is now making on a nation-wide basis, Frederick 
M. Feiker, director, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, 
has announced. 

“Boston, with its densely populated urban center and Wide- 
spread metropolitan area of smaller cities, towns and suburban 
districts, is expected to afford a representative cross-section 
view of the principal delivery problems encountered by retail 
merchants in other cities throughout the country,’ says the 
department. 

“The special case study of retail delivery is planned to 
round out the more general picture of delivery conditions which 
the national survey will present. 

“Through the cooperation of the Retail Trade Board and 
other organizations the delivery records of representative Bos- 
ton department stores, dry goods and specialty establishments 
are being made available for the study. Contact with the stores 
is in the hands of R. S. Charles, business specialist of the mer- 
chandising research division of the Commerce Department, who 
is conducting the field work of the survey. 

“The case study will first determine the types of delivery 
facilities employed by the different stores, and the proportion 
of the delivery work which is handled by the stores’ own de- 
livery organization, by cooperative delivery systems, and by 
consolidated services. To what extent deliveries by parcel post, 
local and railway express, special messenger and special truck 
enter into the general delivery picture will also be brought out. 

“As a second step, careful analysis will be made of the 
operation of individual delivery routes during certain periods 
of time. This phase of the study will deal with extent of ter- 
ritory covered, number of packages or ‘counts’ delivered and 
number of times unable to deliver, number of C. O. D.’s deliv- 
ered and number of C. O. D.’s refused, stops for pick-up of 
returned goods, and similar points. 

“Special observations will also be made of the extent of 
duplication of coverage in the same territory by all types of 
delivery agency. The facts brought out by the study will be 
used as the basis for a classification of delivery expenses, and 
a determination of the unit cost of the different forms of de- 
livery service. 

“The results of the study are expected to present a typical 
picture of the delivery methods employed in the Boston area 
which may be used by merchants generally in developing pos- 
sible economies and waste elimination in delivery in urban areas 
where similar conditions prevail. 

‘The Boston case study is being made concurrently with the 
general retail delivery survey, which is being conducted largely 
by the questionnaire method. Questionnaires have been sent by 
the Commerce Department to a large number of representative 
department, dry goods and specialty stores in all sections of the 
country, and returns from these concerns are already being 
received.” 


CHICAGO SWITCHING CASE 


The Commission has issued the following notice in respect 
of the intrastate rate feature of the Chicago district switching 
rates‘ case, No. 19610: 


On November 2, 1931, upon motion filed by the respondents for 
appropriate findings and to issue orders authorizing, requiring, and 
directing the railroads to establish rates on intrastate traffic in Illi- 
nois and Indiana the same as the interstate rates covered by the 
order of July 31, 1931, the above-entitled proceeding was reopened 
for further hearing, but only with respect to the relation of the 
rates and charges for switching in intrastate commerce to the rates 
prescribed for like switching in interstate commerce for the purpose 
of determining whether the adjustment of the interstate and intra- 
state rates and charges is unduly prejudicial to interstate shippers 
and traffic, and unjustly preferential of intrastate shippers and traf- 
fic, or unjustly discriminatory .against interstate commerce, with a 
view to the entry of such order or orders as may be necessary to 
correct such violation or violations as may be found to exist. 

The proceeding is hereby assigned for hearing on January 23, 
1932, 10 o’clock a. m. (standard time), at the Hotel Sherman, Chi- 
cago, Ill., before Examiners Howard C. Faul and W. B. Wilbur. 

In order, however, to perfect plans for the preparation and pres- 
entation of data with a view to avoiding duplications, and to handle 
the proceeding as expeditiously as possible, a preliminary conference 
will be held at the Hotel Sherman, Chicago, at 10 o’clock a. m., on 
January 7, 1932, by representatives of this Commission with represent- 
atives of the Illinois Commerce Commission, the Indiana Public Serv- 
ice Commission, and the shippers and carriers. It is requested that 
both the shippers and the carriers appoint a committee to represent 
them at the preliminary conference in order to expedite the. han- 
dling of the matter. 

















December 26, 1931 
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BARRING OF COMPLAINTS 


The Commission, in No. 24060, American Salt Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al., has ruled that, in determining whether a com- 
plaint was barred under section 16(3) (d) of the interstate 
commerce act, the date on which the charges were collected 
should not be included in computing the time in which the 
complaint may be filed within the period allowed by the statute. 
Heretofore it has held that the day of collection should be in- 
cluded. 

As a result of the new determination the Commission in 
this case has overruled its decisions in Latham-Bradshaw Cot- 
ton Co. vs. B. R., 109 I. C. C. 598; Navassa Guano Co. vs. C. M. 
& St. P., 39 I. C. C. 171, and other cases making similar find- 
ings. The other cases overruled, however, have not been spec- 
ified. 

This salt case has been dismissed on a finding that ship- 
ments of salt from Lyons, Kan., to Butte, Mont., were not mis- 
routed. The shipments were made on bills of lading specifying 
the routing and rate. In the place reserved for weight, the 
shipper inserted 40,000 pounds. Two routes were open to the 
shipments, both carrying a rate of 75 cents. One had a min- 
imum of 40,000 pounds and the other a minimum of 50,000 
pounds. The complainant alleged the shipments were mis- 
routed because, according to its contention, there was conflict 
in instructions about routing and minimum, and the initial car- 
rier failed to perform its duty of inquiring what was desired. 
The Commission said that a minimum on a tariff was consid- 
ered a part of the rate, but that when inserted in a Dill of 
lading it represented the estimate or estimated weight of the 
shipment, and under the terms of the bill of lading, was sub- 
ject to correction. Insertion of the weight, it said, was not 
sufficient to place the carriers on notice that the shipper in- 
tended that a minimum of 40,000 pounds at a rate of 75 cents 
should be the basis of settlement of charges at destination, 
over the particular route named. 

The question as to the barring of the complaint arose from 
the fact that it was filed 91 days after undercharges were col- 
lected, if the time was computed in accordance with the prior 
rulings of the Commission, but only 90 days, and therefore sea- 
sonably filed, if computed in accordance with the new ruling. 

A decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in a 
tax case, Burnet vs. Willingham L. & T. Co., 282 U. S. 437, 
made on January 26, 1931, constrained the Commission to over- 
rule its prior findings on the point. The court held, in that tax 
case, that the day upon which an assessment of income taxes 
was made, was not to be considered in computing the running 
of time under a statute of limitations. The court said that a 
fiction that a day had no parts was a figurative recognition that 
people did not trouble themselves without reason about a nicer 
division of time. 


HOGS TO CALIFORNIA 


The Commission, by division 5, in No. 22378, Romeo Stores 
Co. et al. vs. Union Pacific et al. a sub-number thereunder, 
Western Meat Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; No. 23284, C. 
Swanston & Son vs. S. P. et al., and No. 23449, Virden Packing 
Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al., characterized in the report as “to all 
intents and purposes purely a reparation case,” has found un- 
reasonable the rates on hogs, from points in Nebraska, Kansas, 
Colorado and Wyoming, and from St. Joseph and Kansas City, 
Mo., to Los Angeles and some contiguous California points and 
from some points in the origin states mentioned to points tak- 
ing the San Francisco, Calif., rates and prescribed new ones. 
Reparation was awarded to some complainants and further hear- 
ing ordered upon the question of reparation as to others. 

The report said that inasmuch as the Commission’s order 
in the general livestock investigation, Livestock—-Western Dis- 
trict Rates, 176 I. C. C. 98, required the establishment of rates 
for the future, no order for the future would be entered in this 
case at this time. The rates were found unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded or might exceed rates made in accordance 
with a scale, with arbitraries allowed for the Denver & Rio 
Grande Western, distances to be figured over the shortest routes 
over which carload shipments might be moved without transfer 
of lading. The scale begins with a rate of 74 eents for hogs in 
standard double deck cars and 85 cents for hauls in single deck 
cars, for 1,000 miles and under, goes to 91.5 cents for hauls in 
double deck cars and 105 cents for hauls in single deck cars for 





the block between 1,450 and 1,500 miles and runs out with a 
rate of 102 cents for hauls in double deck cars and 117.5 cents 
for hauls in single deck cars for distances between 1,750 and 
1,800 miles. 

Allowances to the Rio Grande begin with 1.5 cents for hauls 
between 50 and 100 miles, with a half cent added for each added 
block of fifty miles, running out with 4.5 cents for the block 
between 350 and 400 miles, plus an arbitrary of $5 a car. The 
report also prescribes bases of weights, as follows: 

(1) Destination hoof weights, ascertained in accordance with de- 
fendants’ tariff rule pertaining thereto in effect when the shipments 
moved, where such weights are shown; but not less than the carload 
minimum weight for the size of car ordered, herein found reasonable; 
_ (2) Origin hoof weights, where such weights but not destina- 
tion hoof weights are shown, subject to the carload minimum weight 
for the size of car ordered, herein found reasonable; and, 

(3) Where neither origin nor destination hoof weights are shown, 


the carload minimum weights, for the size of car ordered, herein 
found reasonable, plus 10 per cent. 


The Commission said the rates were to be subject to the 
following carload minimum weights: 


Single-deck cars 36 feet 7 inches in length, and under, 16,500 
pounds, and 450 pounds additional for each additional foot or frac- 
tion thereof; double-deck cars 36 feet 7 inches in length and under, 
24,000 pounds, and 650 pounds additional for each additional foot 
or fraction thereof. As to rates from points on the North Western 
involved in No. 22378 (Sub-No. 1), made by combination on Craw- 
ford, and as to rates from Center on the San Luis Central, involved 
in No. 22378, made by combination on Monte Vista, the findings 
herein are intended to apply only to the rate applying beyond the 
junction named. For future application, the rates and differentials 
herein above found reasonable are prescribed only until the findings 
in the general livestock investigation became effective. 


GULF WHARFAGE CHARGES 


The Commission, by division 5, in No. 23682, American 
Warehousemen’s Association vs. St. Louis-San Francisco et al.; 
No. 23699, State Docks Commission vs. Gulf & Ship Island et al.. 
and I. and S. No. 3533, wharfage charges on lumber and other 
forest products at the port of Mobile, Ala., has found justified 
the proposed increased wharfage charges of the Mobile & Ohio 
at Mobile, on lumber and other forest products. The order of 
suspension has been vacated and the proceeding discontinued. 

The two complaints have been dismissed, the Commission 
finding that the wharfage charges on lumber and forest products, 
of the rail carriers serving Mobile, Pensacola, Fla., and Gulf. 
port, Miss., had not been shown to have been unreasonably low 
or otherwise unlawful. 


According to the complaint of the warehousemen’s asso- 
ciation, the wharfage charges at the ports mentioned “are un- 
just and unreasonable in that they are wholly unremunerative, 
in violation of the provisions of section 1 of the interstate 
commerce act.” The complaint also alleged that the wharfage 
charges on intrastate commerce were unjust and unreasonably 
low and cast an undue burden upon and unjustly discriminated 
against interstate commerce in violation of section 13 of the 
interstate commerce act. 

Commissioner Porter concurred in the finding that the 
Mobile & Ohio had justified the increase of its wharfage charge 
on lumber and forest products at Mobile, but said that, in his 
opinion, the finding did not go far enough. He said it was his 
firm belief that each accessorial service performed by a common 
carrier in connection with transportation of property should 
as a minimum pay its own way. He said that in the stress ot 
competition between carriers such services were often per. 
formed at extremely low charges, or even at no charge at all, 
in order to attract traffic. He said that too often the cost ot 
such services cut heavily into the profits of the carrier on the 
traffic and thus the very purpose of the services was defeated. 
Continuing, he said: 


In such cases we perform a real service to the carriers as well 
as to the shipping public when, in an appropriate proceeding, we 
fix minimum charges for such services. Such a finding not only pre- 
vents undue waste of carrier revenues at the whim of a single com- 
peting line, but also prevents that portion of the cost of the service 
that is not covered by the published charge from becoming a burden 
on other traffic. 

In addition to being desirable from every viewpoint, such a find- 
ing is a matter of duty for us, under a proper administration of sec- 
tion 1 of the act, when the issues and facts before us justify it. See 
Container Service, 173 I. C. C. 377, at page 430, and cases there cited. 
Here a cost study indicates that the actual cost of operating the 
Mobile & Ohio wharves in Mobile for the year 1929 was equal to 
1.4 cents for every 100 pounds of freight handled over the wharves. 
Allowing for the elements of cost included in the study which are 
not properly included in the cost of wharfage, that evidence affords 
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full support to a finding that any charge less than 1 cent per 100 
pounds for wharfage would be unreasonably low. We should so 
find, both to forestall any future reduction of that charge below 
a reasonable basis, and to afford a guide for the determination of 
similar charges by carriers operating similar facilities. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Petroleum Asphalt 

No. 23064, Gibbons & Reed Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al., and 
a sub-number, Strange-Maguire Paving Co. et al. vs. Same. By 
the Commission. Dismissed. Upon reconsideration, finding 
original report, 174 I. ©. C. 315, that rates, petroleum liquid 
asphalt, tank cars, Richmond, Calif., to Shelley, Ida., and El 
Segundo, Calif., to Batise Springs, Ida., were unreasonable, re- 
versed. New finding is that they were not unreasonable. Com- 
missioner Lee, dissenting, said he was wholly out of accord 
with a finding that a rate of 67 cents was not unreasonable. 
Chairman Brainerd concurred in that dissent. 


Cotton Bagging and Ties 

No. 21454, Otis Gin & Warehouse Co. et al. vs. A. & V. et 
al. By the Commission. Upon reconsideration, finding, former 
report, 173 I. C. C. 133, that rates in the past, hemp or jute cot- 
ton-bale bagging and iron or steel cotton-bale ties, straight or 
mixed carloads, Galveston and Houston, Tex., and, iron or steel 
cotton-bale ties, carloads, Atlanta, Ga., to destinations in New 
Mexico, were not unreasonable, modified. Reparation awarded 
on shipments made on and after July 12, 1929. The new finding 
is that the rates were not unreasonable prior to July 12, 1929, but 
were unreasonable after that date to the extent they exceeded 
94 cents from Atlanta and 66 cents from Galveston and Hous- 
ton. Commissioner Mahaffie wrote a dissent and Commission- 
ers Aitchison and Lee noted a dissent. 

Bananas 

No. 20928, Foeber-Norfleet, Inc., et al. vs. Southern et al., 
No. 22645, W. L. Brogden Co. et al. vs. Same, and No. 22398, 
Traffic Bureau, Danville Chamber of Commerce, vs. Same. By 
the Commission. Upon reconsideration, original reports in Nos. 
20928 and 22398, 159 I. ©. C. 389 and 163 I. C. C. 548, as to 
rates and wharfage and handling charges, bananas, Charleston, 
S. C., to points in North Carolina and to Danville, Va., reversed. 
New finding is that the rates assailed were unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded the present fourth class rates, minus, in 
each instance, five cents a hundred pounds, the handling charge. 
No. 22645, W. L. Brogden Co. et al. vs. Southern, was originally 
decided with the title case, the finding in which is reversed in 
this report. Commissioner McManamy, concurring, said the 
reparation should have been upon the basis of column 45 rates 
from shipside. Commissioner Mahaffie, dissented, expressing the 
belief that division 3 had correctly decided the cases. Com- 
missioner Lee joined in that dissent and Commissioner Tate 
noted a dissent. 

Vegetables 


No. 21424, Shafton Co. et al. vs. Florida East Coast et al., 
two sub-numbers, Charles Abbate Co. et al. s. Same, and E. E. 
Lang et al. vs. Same, and No. 22228, Frank Biggio & Son vs. 
Same. By division 3. Rates, fresh vegetables, points in Florida 
to Chicago, Ill., not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful in the 
past except that, on and after November 1, 1927, on shipments 
in standard packages, at rates published in conformity with 
Tariff Circular Rule 56, the charges were unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeeded charges which would have accrued 
at the lowest combination of rates contemporaneously in effect 
over the routes of movement subject to the carload minima of 
the factors composing the combination, weights, if necessary 
to be estimated to be 50 pounds a package for vegetables, 
N. O. S., and 70 pounds a package on celery. Rates, beans and 
cucumbers in 7/8 bushel packages, points in Florida to Chicago, 
inapplicable; applicable rates found to have been the lowest 
available combinations over the routes of movement; applicable 
rates unreasonable to the extent they exceeded those on those 
commodities in one-bushel packages or the rates herein found 
reasonable for vegetables, N. O. S., whichever were lower. Rep- 
aration awarded. Rates for the future prescribed in Florida 
R. R. Commissioners vs. A. & R. 178, I. C. C. (no page given). 
Chairman Brainerd concurred except in the finding that rates 
subject to rule 56, in fact, were unreasonable. 


Cannel Coal 


No. 24348, Elkhorn Collieries Corporation vs. L. & N. et al. 
By division 3. Dismissed. Rates, cannel coal, Winters (Bastin), 
Ky., to destinations in eastern states and western trunk line 
territory not unreasonable. 


Fresh Fruit, Etc. 


No. 23209, Hancock Fruit Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
and five sub-numbers, Same vs. Bamberger Electric et al.; 
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California Fruit Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; Louis S. Beckett vs. 
Same; Safeway Stores, Inc., vs. Same, and Banana Supply Co. 
vs. Bamberger Electric et al. By division 3. Rate, fresh fruits, 
other than bananas, straight or mixed carloads, points in 
California to Salt Lake City, Utah, unreasonable to the extent it 
exceeded the rate prescribed in Bergin-Price Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F., 152 I. C. C. 519. Reparation awarded. Rate bananas, San 
Francisco, San Pedro, East San Pedro, Wilmington and Los 
Angeles, Calif., to Salt Lake City, not unreasonable. Sub-Nos. 
1 and 5 dismissed. 
Contractors’ Outfit 

No. 24450, Roger O. Moore vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. By 
division 3. Rate charged, contractors’ outfit, Red Bluff, N. M., 
to Paris, Ark., inapplicable. Applicable rate, $1.515, unreason- 
able to the extent it exceeded $1.11. Reparation of $4.80 
awarded. Collection of outstanding undercharges waived. 


Peaches 


No. 24391, Carolina Shippers’ Association, Inc., vs. C. & O. 
et al. By division 5. ‘Charges, one carload, peaches, Crozet, 
Va., to Rocky Mount, N. C., unreasonable to the extent they 
exceeded those that would have accrued at a rate of 54 cents 
based upon an estimated weight of 51 pounds a crate. Repara- 
tion of $65.74 awarded. 

Brick 


I. and S. No. 3482, brick, enameled or glazed, other than 
salt glazed, in carloads, from, to, and between points in southern 
territory. By division 3 on further hearing. Finding in 
original report, 171 I. C. C. 219, that proposed revision of rates, 
brick of the sort and in the territory mentioned had not been 
justified, without prejudice to the establishment of rates not to 
exceed 20 per cent of the contemporaneous first class rates, 
affirmed. 

Butter and Eggs 


No. 24080, A. B. Marcus Co. et al. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al. By 
division 3. Dismissed. Rates, butter and eggs, straight or mixed 
carloads, Neosho, Aurora, Springfield, Seymour, Mansfield, 
Mountain Grove, Cabool, West Plains and Thayer, Mo., to Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 

Petroleum Products 

No. 24318, Louis E. Costello, doing business as the Central 
Garage, et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 24337, San Luis 
Consumers’ Gas & Oil Co. vs. Same; and four sub-numbers under 
the last mentioned, Bagby Motor Co. vs. Same; R. C. Egnew 
vs. Same; Forbush Co. vs. Same; and E. G. Bennett vs. Same. 
By division 4. Rates, petroleum products, points in Wyoming, 
Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas to destinations in Colorado, un- 
reasonable to the extent they exceeded the rates from and to 
the same points prescribed for the future in Rates on Petro- 
leum Products, 167 I. C. C. 131, and 178 I. C. C. 112, called 
the Rio Grande case in the report. Reparation awarded to 
complainants other than E. W. Nelson and W. H. Swinehart, 
copartners, operating as Creede Motor Co. Reparation denied 
to them because no testimony as to the paying and bearing 
of the charges by them was introduced. Commissioner Mahaffie, 
dissentinng, said he could not concur in the findings for the 
reasons stated in his dissent in the Rio Grande case, supra. 


W. P. ALLOWED MORE TIME 

The Commssion, by division 4, in Finance No. 7025, West- 
ern Pacific California Railroad Co. construction, and Finance 
No. 7364, Western Pacific Railroad Co. acquisition and operation, 
has extended, for one year, the time prescirbed in its certificate 
in No. 7025, in which the Western Pacific California may begin 
and complete a line from Niles to San Francisco, Calif., by 
means of which the Western Pacific, the parent company, will 
have its own rail entry into San Francisco. The time for be- 
ginning the work has been extended from January 1, 1932, to 
January 1, 1933. The time for completion has been extended 
from January 1, 1934, to the same day in 1935. Prior exten- 
sions were from April 1, 1931, and April 1, 1933, to the dates 
which have now been further extended. 

The unsettled condition of the security market and non- 
completion of negotiations with the Southern Pacific for track- 
age rights were given by the applicant interest for this further 
extension of the commencement and completion dates. 





NORTHEAST OKLAHOMA CONTROL 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 8645, 
Northeast Oklahoma Railroad Co., control, has denied the 
application of the Missouri Pacific to acquire control of the 
Northeast Oklahoma, by purchase of its capital stock and out- 
standing bonds and accrued interest at a maximum cost of 
$1,074,740. The Commission found the final value of the North- 
east Oklahoma, as of June 30, 1919, to have been $299,720. 
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Additions and betterments since that time, as figured by wit- 
nesses at the hearing on this application, brought the value to 
date at sums ranging, the report said, between $1,022,273 and 
$1,160,000. 

The Northeast Oklahoma has nearly 40 miles of main-line 
tracks and a total of more than 75 miles of all tracks. Its 
lines traverse tri-state lead mining district in Oklahoma, Missouri 
and Kansas, and serve one coal mining enterprise. In the Com- 
mission’s railroad consolidation plan it is grouped with other 
roads in system No. 18, which centers around the Missouri 
Pacific. 

In view of the carrier’s history as to earnings, the relatively 
short prospective life of the ore traffic and the meager showing 
concerning the value of the property, the Commission said it 
was not satisfied that the price proposed to be paid for the 
stock and securities was justified, or that the expenditure of 
the amount involved would be a provident commitment of car- 
rier funds, “especially under prevailing ecomonic conditions.” 


CINCINNATI TERMINAL BONDS 


The Commission, at the request of the applicant, in Finance 
No. 8913, Cincinnati Union Terminal Co. securities, has dis- 
missed its application for permission to issue $12,000,000 of 
first mortgage 4.5 per cent gold bonds, series B, and an equal 
amount of short term notes. It has also dismissed seven sub- 
numbers thereunder, each an application for authority to assume 
obligation and liability in respect of the proposed bonds. The 
applicants in the sub-numbers were the Baltimore & Ohio; 
the New York Central and Big Four; Cincinnati, New Orleans 
& Texas Pacific; Louisville & Nashville; Norfolk & Western; 
Pennsylvania, and Chesapeake & Ohio. 

The terminal company said it did not desire to issue the 
bonds and notes, hence its request for dismissal of its appli- 
cation, which carried with it the dismissal of the sub-numbers, 
in which the proprietary railroads asked for authority to assume 
obligation and liability in respect of the proposed securities. 





S. A. & A. P. ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 8873, San 
Antonio & Aransas Pass Railway Co. et al. abandonment, has 
authorized the San Antonio & Aransas Pass to abandon and 
the Texas & New Orleans, Lessee, to abandon operation of a 
segment of a branch line extending from Gonzales to Luling, 
Tex., a distance of about nineteen miles. That part of the 
application wherein the San Antonio & Aransas Pass requested 
authority to operate, under trackage rights, over a parallel 
line of the Galveston, Harrisburg & San Antonio was dismissed 
without prejudice to its renewal when a definite time has been 
agreed upon for the cancellation of a lease of its properties to 
the Texas & New Orleans. The request for authority to operate 
over the tracks of the G. H. & S. A. was contingent upon the 
cancellation of that lease. The Commission was not satisfied 
with that indefiniteness, hence the dismissal without prejudice. 

The segment proposed for abandonment lies, for more than 
nine miles, below the high water mark of the San Marcos River 
and is subject to washouts on that account. That was one 
reason for a desire to abandon and use the parallel track of 
the G. H. & S. A., which, as the San Antonio & Aransas Pass, 
is a part of the Southern Pacific system. The traffic of the 
branch has also fallen off since the coming of motor trucks. 


MISSOURI PACIFIC EXTENSION 


Examiner R. R. Molster, in Finance No. 8682, Missouri Pa- 
cific Railroad Co. extension, has recommended denial of the 
application of the carrier mentioned to extend its freight station 
facilities at Little Rock, Ark., by the construction of a line about 
3,810 feet from its East Little Rock yard to a point where it 
proposes to establish new station facilities. The Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific intervened in opposition. It represented that 
a crossing of its main line, as proposed, would be an unrea- 
sonable interference with its operations and constitute an jn- 
vasion of territory now exclusively served by it. 

This matter has been in litigation. According to Molster, 
it has been judicially determined that the track would be an 
extension of line, in Missouri Pacific vs. C. R. I. & P., 41 Fed. 
(2d) 188. The Supreme Court of the United States denied a 
writ of certiorari to review that judgment, Same vs. Same, 282 
U. S. 866. 

Molster said a union freight terminal might be the best way 
to solve the difficulty. Improvement of the Missouri Pacific 
facilities, he said, would doubtless be of benefit to its patrons, 
but he said it seemed that the chief beneficiary would be the 
applicant, which, other things being equal, would be compatible 
with the public interest. But, he added, the effect of the change 
upon the Rock Island was also a factor which had to receive 
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consideration, for, when “one railroad inflicts injury upon its 
rival, it may be the public which ultimately bears the loss.” 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F. D. No. 9056, authorizing the New York 
Central R. R. Co. to issue not exceeding $100,000,000 of refunding and 
improvement mortgage bonds, series C, all or any part thereof to 
be pledged and repledged from time to time as collateral security for 
any note or notes issued or to be issued within the limitations of sec- 
tion 20a(9) of the interstate commerce act, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 9030, authorizing the Illinois 
Terminal Co. to abandon operation over a part of the railroad of the 
St. Louis & Alton Ry. Co. in Madison county, Ill., approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 9018, authorizing (a) the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. Co. to operate under trackage rights, 
over the railroad of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Co., and 
(b) each of said carriers to use certain tracks and terminal facilities 
of the other in the city of Burlington, all in Des Moines county, Iowa, 
approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 9061, authorizing the Central of 
Georgia Ry. Co. to issue $11,110,000 of refunding and general mortgage 
5 per cent bonds, series C, to be pledged and repledged as collateral 
security for short-term notes, approved. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 9084. Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville Railway 
Co. asks authority to issue nominally $561,000 of first and general 
mortgage 6 per cent gold bonds, series B, and to pledge them for 
short-term notes, 

Finance No. 9085. Joint application of the Findlay Belt Railway 
Co., the Cincinnati, Sandusky & Cleveland Railroad Co., the Cleve- 
land, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway Co., and the New York 
Central Railroad Co, for authority to abandon both line and opera- 
tion of the railroad of the Findlay Belt Railway Co., and of a por- 
tion of the Cincinnati, Sandusky & Cleveland Railroad’s Findlay 
branch, Vanlue ‘to Findlay, all in Hancock county, O. 

Finance No. 8867. Supplemental application of St. Louis-San 
Francisco Railway Co. for authority to pledge $2,621,000 of 6 per cent 
consolidated mortgage gold bonds, series B, as security for a short 
term note or notes of $1,474,722 to be issued in renewal of a note of 
like amount payable to the Chase National Bank of New York City. 

Finance No. 8863. Supplemental application of Pennsylvania, 
Ohio & Detroit Railroad Co. for authority to issue $3,242,000 of 5 
per cent first and refunding mortgage bonds, series B, instead of 4% 
per cent bonds as heretofore authorized by the Commission, and 
to deliver the same to the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. The latter asks 
authority to guarantee the bonds. 

Finance No. 9081. Missouri Pacific Railroad Corporation in Ne- 
braska asks authority to issue $1,409,000 of first mortgage 5 per cent 
gold bonds, series A, and to deliver the bonds to the Missouri Pacific 
Railroad Co., in partial repayment of cash advances for additions and 
betterments. 

Finance No. 9045. Amended application of the Connecting Rail- 
way Co. for authority to issue and deliver to Pennsylvania Railroad 
Co. $934,000, of 5 per cent first mortgage bonds instead of 4% per 
cent bonds. Pennsylvania Railroad Co. asks authority to guarantee 
the bonds. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 22561, Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. C. of Ga. et al. Pro- 
ceeding reopened for reconsideration on record as made. 
No. 24674, J. W. Patterson, doing business as J. W. Patterson 


Commission Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. et al. Wichita Chamber of Com- 


merce, C. B. Team Mule Co., and Wichita Horse and Mule Com- 
mission Co. permitted to intervene. 
No. 24820, American Limestone Co. vs. A. & R. et al. Bertha 


Mineral Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 24767, Traffic Bureau, Chamber of Commerce, Mitchell, S. D., 
et al. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. Board of Railroad Commissioners of State 
of South Dakota, permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 8148, Oregon Electric construction and operation and 
Finance No. 8612, Southern Pacific operation. Time prescribed within 
which Oregon Electric shall complete construction of lines of railroad 
therein authorized, is extended to March 31, 1933. 

Finance No. 9032, application of Marianna & Blountstown for 
a certificate to acquire the line of railroad of A. F. & G., ete. L. 
& N. permitted to intervene. 

No. 17000, part 3, rate structure investigation, cotton, et al. 
Petition of Eldorado, Ark., Chamber of Commerce, and Camden, Ark., 
Chamber of Commerce, for further hearing. 

No. 17000, part 9, rate structure investigation, live stock, western 
district rates. Order of June 8, 1931, further amended so that in so 
far as the same applies to rates over interstate routes between points 
in the same state, to wit, in Mich., Wis., Minn., Ia., Mo., Kan., Neb., 
N. D., S. D., Colo., and Wyo., it shall become effective upon the fur- 
ther order of the Commission instead of on January 25, 1932. 

No. 24799, Southwestern Millers’ League vs. A. & S. et al., and 
No. 24802, Duluth Board of Trade et al. vs. A. A. et al. Sioux City 
Grain Exchange permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 9006, application of Oregon Electric for a certificate 
to construct an extension of its line of railroad in Washington county, 
Ore. Southern Pacific permitted to intervene. 

No. 24847, Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. A. T. & S. F. 
Swift & Co. and Omaha Packing Co. permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 2561, construction of lines by F. E. C. Time within 
which F. E. C. shall complete construction of lines of railroad au- 
thorized by certificate and order issued herein, further extended to 
January 1, 1934. 


et al. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 23637, Shaffer Oil & Refining Co. vs. A. & St. A. B. et al. 
Southeastern carriers, defendants, ask for reopening and reconsidera- 
tion and for vacation or postponement of the effective date of the 
Commission’s order. 

No. 23753, Superior Ice Co. et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. Defend- 
ants ask rehearing and reconsideration. 

No. 24334, Eades Hay Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 
rehearing. 

No. 18884, Nashville Grain Exchange vs. L. & N. et al. L. & N. 
and Tennessee Central ask vacation of Commission’s order and seek 
permission to cancel tariff provisions conforming to said order. 
No. 15912, Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. A. & W. et al., 


Complainant asks 
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and case grouped therewith. Central Freight Association lines ask 
modification of report and order. 

No. 23887, Illinois Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Defendants 
ask reargument before and reconsideration by entire Commission. 

No. 21585, Ohio-Kentucky Associated Industries vs. A. & R. et al., 
and No. 23030, West Virginia Brick Co. vs. A. S, et al. Defendants 
ask postponement of effective date of Commission’s orders. 

No. 22854, Grovier-Starr Produce Co. et al. vs. A. V. I. et al. Com- 
plainant asks rehearing therein. ; 

Pacific Coast Fourth Section Applications Nos. 13457 et al. The 
Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce has filed a petition in support of 
petition filed by Southern Pacific Co. et al., for modification of order. 

No. 23605, Fred Sternheimer and Nathan Sternheimer, trading as 
Sternheimer Bros., vs. M. P. et al. Complainants ask for reopening 
and reconsideration by entire Commission on record herein as made. 

No. 23509 (and Sub. 1), Hart & Reno, Inc., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al., and No. 23629, Kimball-Upson Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Com- 
— ask reconsideration by Commission, en banc, on record as 
made. 
No. 15750, Prairie Pipe Line Co. vs. A. W. et al. A. T. & S. F. 
asks modification in part of order entered on June 8, 1931, herein. 

No. 22109, in the matter of rates on sand, gravel, crushed stone, 
etc., within state of S. C. South Carolina carriers ask vacation of 
order dated November 10, 1931. 

No. 20337, Leonard, Crosset & Riley, Inc., et al. vs. A. H. T. et 
al., and cases grouped therewith. Greater Grand Forks Traffic As- 
sociation, O. J. Barnes, J. J. Kelly, Holden Bros., Farmers’ Co- 
Operative Marketing Association, Red River Potato Co. R. L. 
Douglass Co., Cavalier Milling Co., and Ole A. Flaat, interveners, in 
a second petition ask for rehearing, reargument or reconsideration. 

No. 15543, Turpentine & Rosin Producers Assn. vs. A. & V. et al. 
Defendant carriers ask modification of order of Commission dated 
October 5, 1931, to suspend maintenance provision of order entered 
herein July 26, 1927, for a further period of 90 days. 

No. 13535, Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. & R. et al., 
and Fourth Section Orders 9500 and 9600. Southwestern lines ask 
for extension of date fixed in supplemental order of November 2, 1931, 
herein, and fourth section orders, in so far as same applies to sugar, 


carloads. 
EXPORT RATE BASIS 


Continuance of the north Atlantic port relationship on ex- 
port, import and intercoastal rates (see Traffic World, December 
19), with the new class rates prescribed in the eastern and 
western revisions as the foundation, was foreshadowed by the 
issuance of the sixth section permission under which the class 
rates in effect on December 2 on domestic traffic were continued 
as the bases for export and import traffic. (See Traffic World, 
December 5, p. 1219.) That permission did not extend to the 


intercoastal traffic. 
Import, export and intercoastal traffic are treated in fourth 


section order No. 10796, export, import and intercoastal rates 
from and to north Atlantic ports, based upon applications of 
W. S. Curlett for the eastern trunk lines; Frank Van Ummer- 
seen for the New England lines; William J. Sedgman for the 
ocean lines; B. T. Jones for the central freight association lines, 
and E. B. Boyd for the western trunk lines. Issuance of fourth 
section order No. 10796 made unnecessary the continuance of 
the fourth section relief granted to the Hampton Roads lines 
in fourth section order No. 10752, class and commodity rates 
from and to Newport News, Nerfolk and other ports in Vir- 
ginia on import, export and intercoastal traffic, so it was va- 
cated and set aside, effective with the effective date of the 
rates established under authority of No. 10796. 


Reasons for the continuance of the port relationship on the 
types of traffic covered by the fourth section order are given 
in the application for relief filed by the tariff publishing agents 
before mentioned. In part, they said: 


If the present domestic rates with the port relationships were 
continued to apply on import and export traffic, it would produce a 
very chaotic condition, in view of the fact that in numerous cases, 
the present domestic rates are higher on some classes than the new 
rates prescribed by the Commission in I, C. C, Dockets Nos. 15879 and 
17000; part 2, and also by observing the new domestic class rates as 
a maximum, would destroy the present port relationships. 

The Commission, on page 415 of its order in I. C. C. Docket No. 
15879, Eastern Class Rate Investigation (164 I. C. C. 314), makes the 
following statement: 

“In at least two important instances respondents may wish to 
publish rates lower than the key rates here prescribed, and both of 
these are of more than local importance. In the first place, the 
New England railroads and shippers have given notice that they will 
insist to the extent of their power on continuance of the present 
parity of Boston and New York on westbound rates to central terri- 
tory, and, second, it seems likely that the lines serving the Hampton 
Roads ports will desire to continue to maintain class rates to those 
cities from central territory no higher than the rates to Baltimore.” 

The justice of continuing the present relationship at Boston and 
Hampton Road ports being recognized, similar treatment cannot well 
be denied the other north Atlantic ports where similar competitive, 
port competition exists in the case of export and import traffic. 

With particular reference to Boston, Mass., it is a requirement 
under an act of the Massachusetts legislature authorizing the lease 
of the Boston and Albany Railroad to the New York Central Railroad, 
that those lines maintain the application of the New York rates on 
export and import traffic to and from Boston, Mass., and points on 
the New York Central Railroad. The New York basis of rates or 
rates related thereto, for competitive reasons, have been generally 
applied from and to other New England and Canadian ports on the 
one hand and points in Trunk Line Association, Central Freight As- 
sociation and Western Trunk Line territories on the other. 

Consideration has for sometime been given to the publication of 
a revised system of class rates for application on import and export 
traffic to maintain the present port differentials as between the sev- 
eral north Atlantic United States and Canadian ports and bear some 
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relation to the new system of rates prescribed by the Commission in 
I. C. C. Dockets Nos. 15879 and 17000, part 2. 

After a great deal of study it has been decided to relate the ports 
of New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore via standard all-rail routes 
on traffic to and from Central Freight Association territory, including 
trunk line western termini, in accordance with the following formula: 

“The standard all-rail class rates will be made by applying the 
current port differentials to the class rates prescribed by the Com- 
mission in I, C. C. Docket No. 15879, to and from Baltimore, Md., 
except in those cases where such basis would make the rates from 
and to the other ports higher than the maximum fixed by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission under I. C. C. Docket No. 15879, in 
which event, the rates to or from such ports will govern as the base 
rate, but the rates are in no case to be higher than the maximum 
rates prescribed by the Commission from or to each port.” 


Rates, export, import and intercoastal, based on the founda- 
tion allowed by the Commission in fourth section order No. 
10796, will probably go into effect soon after January 1. The 
Commission has authorized the carriers to publish them on 
fifteen days’ notice. 

The fourth section order issued by the Commission does 
not approve the new basis or make it immune from attack by 
those not satisfied with the basis. The order, in theory, is only 
temporary, although temporary orders now in effect on much 
of the traffic of the country have been alive since 1910. 

It is deemed not improbable that the Commission will hold 
a hearing on the question of a basis for export, import and 
intercoastal rates in a relatively short time because Baltimore, 
among others, is not content to continue the port relationship, 
contending that it deprives her of the advantage of her geo- 
graphical position of proximity to much of the so-called dif- 
ferential territory, that is, territory west, generally, but not 
precisely speaking, of the Buffalo-Pittsburgh line. The Com- 
mission, in the eastern class rate revision case, ignored the 
port relationship in prescribing rates for use on domestic traffic. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 3683, the Commission has suspended from 
December 21 until July 21 schedules in tariffs by Boyd, as fol- 
lows: Supplements Nos. 130 and 132 to I. C. C. No. A-1773; 
supplements Nos. 102 and 104 to I. C. C. A-1817; supplements 
Nos. 82 and 83 to I. C. C. No. A-1876, and in various other 
tariffs named in the order. The suspended schedules propose 
to revise the rates on vinegar, in bulk, in barrels, carloads, 
from points in Illinois to destinations in Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, and certain points in the northern peninsula of Michi- 
gan, in purported compliance with the Commission’s decision 
and order in Docket No. 23829, which would result in increases. 
The following is illustrative, rates being in cents a hundred 
pounds: 

From Alton, Ill., to Milwaukee, Wis., present 24, proposed 32; St. 


Paul, Minn., present 27%, proposed 53; Duluth, Minn., present 35, 
proposed 59. 





FREE CRANE SERVICES 


The Commission, in I. and S. No. 3684, Pennsylvania crane 
service, has suspended schedules published in Pennsylvania 
I. C. C. No. 699, from December 21 to July 21. This suspension 
was upon the Commission’s own motion. According to the Ccm. 
mission’s memorandum on the case, the suspended schedules pro- 
posed the free use of cranes, including locomotive cranes, and 
other station facilities, for loading or unloading heavy or bulky 
freight at stations on the Pennsylvania, and some of its sub- 
sidiaries. 

The suspension order will enable the Commission to go into 
the question of the free use of facilities for the performance 
of services which shippers of carload freight are under obliga- 
tion to perform for themselves. 

At the instigation of the Commission’s bureau of inquiry 
the Pennsylvania was indicted at Bradford, Pa., last September, 
the allegation in the indictment being that it had performed 
services for which it had no tariff on file with the Commission. 
That case has not yet come to trial. 

When the Pennsylvania filed schedules proposing the use 
of its cranes and other facilities in the loading and unloading 
of such freight they were suspended so that there could be an 
inquiry into the matter in connection with the proposals of that 


carrier. 


POSITIONS OF RALPH BUDD 


Ralph Budd has applied to the Commission for authority to 
retain the position of director of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy, the Colorado & Southern, and the Railway Express 
Agency, and in addition to hold the positions of president of the 
Burlington and C. & S., and director and president of the Fort 
Worth & Denver City and of the Wichita Valley. He has ad- 
vised the Commission that he has resigned from his position 
as the president of the Great Northern and other positions held 
with carriers by him, effective January 1, 1932. 
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FIFTEEN PER CENT CASE, 1931 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


Practically unanimous assent, according to an announce- 
ment by the Association of Railway Executives December 22, 
has been given by eligible Class I railroads to the plan for pool- 
ing and distributning the increased revenue resulting from rates 
permitted by the Commission’s decision in the Fifteen Per Cent 
Case, 1931. Assents tabulated that day, it was said, repre- 
sented 96.4 per cent of the Class I mileage, amounting to 229,- 
053. There was one dissent, by a railroad 150 miles long. 

Every effort, the announcement said, was being made to 
have the whole plan, including the rates, go into effect January 
1. Tariff men were then working to have the rates effective 
January 1, instead of four or five days later, as at first thought 
of as the earliest possible date. 

Traffic and tariff men redoubled their efforts in Christmas 
week in an effort to complete the master tariff (see Traffic 
World, December 19, p. 13856) by means of which the carriers 
would obtain the benefit of the permissive report in the Fifteen 
Per Cent Case, 1931, by the end of December 24 so that the 
Commission on that day might issue sixth section, fourth sec- 
tion and other orders necessary to bring it into effectiveness 
on four or five days’ notice. One of the necessary orders would 
be one in which the Commission would set aside outstanding 
orders requiring the carriers to establish and maintain specified 
rates. 

Issuance of such orders even late on Christmas eve, it was 
believed, would enable the carriers to make the new rates ef- 
fective on January 1 in a large part if not the whole of the 
country. About twenty-four hours before the dead line there 
was considerable doubt as to whether it would be possible to 
get rates west of Chicago revised by January 1, even if the 
master tariff were completed. 

The great difficulty in the preparation of the master tariff 
was that of putting into it the exceptions necessary to keep the 
new rates confined to the articles on which the Commission 
said higher rates might be established. It was equally difficult 
to frame provisions that would assure the application of the 
new rates to articles intended to have increased rates. 

The Commission’s bureau of traffic kept in close touch with 
the traffic and tariff men to the end that they would be familiar 
with what the railroad men were doing and be able to thresh 
out disputed points as they arose, instead of having to hold up 
the whole work after the railroad men had presented what they 
thought when they made it would accomplish what was per- 
mitted by the Commission’s decision and what was intended by 
the railroad men. E. W. Chapdelaine, of the section of tariffs, 
spent many hours with the railroad men wrestling with the 
technicalities of tariff construction. 

Fear that even if the master tariff was got ready on time 
to make possible new rates on January 1, they would not be 
ready in time to put the increases into effect west of Chicago 
on that day, grew out of the greater number of complexities in 
tariffs west of Chicago resulting in greater work in preparing 
the supplements making appropriate references to the master 
tariff. The reference supplements will give the numbers of the 
tariffs in connection with which the master tariff is to be read. 
In and of themselves they will not show the rates to be paid 
by the shipper. The interested shipper, to find his new rates, 
will have to get the number of the tariff carrying the rates 
prior to the effective date of the new rates. If the old tariff 
is shown in the reference supplement, he will have to consult 
the master tariff and figure his rates from that document. 

Just before noon of December 24 the carriers presented to 
the Commission applications for sixth section permission, fourth 
section relief, and cancellation of outstanding obstructive orders 
so as to be able to file their tariffs giving them the benefit of 
the Commission’s decision in the fifteen per cent case, 1931. 
Copies of the master tariff and one connecting link tariff were 
presented in support of the application. The thought then was 
that the necessary permissive orders would be issued by the 
Commission before the close of the business day. 

Among tariff publishing agents the thought then was that, 
even if they would be physically able to file the master tariff 
showing January 1 as its operative date, it would be impossible 
to file the connecting link tariffs, without which the new rates 
could not be made operative, to be effective before January 4 or 5. 

Transit was the most difficult subject with which the tariff 
makers dealt. Notwithstanding their hours of labor spent on 
three rules pertaining to transit, they expect from transit noth- 
ing but great grief for many months to come. 


WAGE NEGOTIATIONS 


At a meeting of the principal rail heads of the country in 
New York, December 18, committees representing the three 
major territories were appointed to “negotiate to a conclusion” 
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with union labor representatives with respect to the proposal 
of railway management for a voluntary cut of 10 per cent in 
wages, and conditions affecting unemployment and other mat- 
ters, which the unions insist on joining with the issue of re- 
duced pay. The action follows adoption, December 11, at a 
meeting in Chicago of general chairmen of 21 railway labor 
organizations, of a resolution calling for the appointment of 
committees representing both labor and management for the 
purpose of negotiation. 

At the same time the railroad presidents agreed to the 
desire of the union officials, as expressed in their resolution, 
by the appointment of the committee to negotiate, they took 
steps to avoid further possible delay, in the event the negotia- 
tions do not terminate satisfactorily to management. Decision 
Was made to serve all organized employes with notice, on 
December 21, of intention to reduce wages 15 per cent. Suc- 
cessful conclusion of the negotiations would automatically can- 
cel the notice of a 15 per cent reduction. That step was taken 
in view of the railway labor act, which requires that, before 
an arbitration committee can be appointed, such a notice must 
have been in force for thirty days. 

At the conclusion of the New York meeting, the following 
announcement was issued: 


Responsive to the invitation contained in the resolution passed 
at the conference of the Railway Labor Executives’ Association in 
Chicago on December 11, last, the eastern, western, and southern 
railroad groups today, in meeting assembled, arranged for the regional 
committees to meet jointly with the committee of the chief executives 
of the Railway Labor Executives’ Association and negotiate to a 
conclusion the pending issues concerning unemployment and wages. 

It was also decided to serve notice on the several railway labor 
organizations represented at the Chicago meeting, with which the 
various railroads have contracts, so as to effect a 15 per cent reduc- 
tion in wages of all classes of employes. 

It is hoped the conference arranged for will lead to an amicable 
and early agreement, in which case the notice of desire to revise con- 
tracts will be automatically canceled. 


Daniel Willard, president of the B. & O., will serve as chair- 
man of the new committee. 


In addition to Mr. Willard, the carriers’ committee is made 
up as follows: President L. A. Downs, Illinois Central; Presi- 
dent James E. Gorman, Rock Island; President L. W. Baldwin, 
Missouri Pacific; President C. A. Wickersham, Atlanta, Birming- 
ham and West Point; President H. D. Pollard, Central of 
Georgia; President A. C. Needles, Norfolk and Western; Presi- 
—_ J. J. Pelley, New Haven; President Charles E. Denney, 

rie. 

Heads of the twenty-one railroad labor unions will meet 
in Cleveland December 29 to formulate plans for a meeting with 
the committee of nine railroad presidents appointed at New 
York last week to negotiate on a national basis with respect 
to acceptance by the unions of a 10 per cent reduction in wages 
and other matters affecting working conditions and unemploy- 
ment. The announcement of the Cleveland meeting was made 
by D. B. Robertson, chairman of the Railway Labor Executives’ 
Association. It was indicated that the meeting between the 
union heads and the committee representing railroad manage- 
ment would be held in Chicago. 


HOOVER AND RAILROADS 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


A formal statement by President Hoover that the railroad 
situation “is receiving most serious attention” made late De- 
cember 18, and remarks by Daniel Willard, president of the 
Baltimore & Ohio, after a call on the President December 19, 
indicating a hopeful attitude with respect to the railroads, 
coupled with action by the President to hasten action in Con- 
gress on the proposal for creation of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation which, among other things, would extend financial 
aid to railroads, featured week-end developments relating to 
transportation. The President’s statement follows: 


In consequence of the fall in prices of railway bonds, I have a 
number of telegrams from different parts of the country and in- 
quiries from the press as to the status of the various agencies which 
are proposed to assist those railways which are not earning their 
fixed charges across the trough of the depression without further 
consequential defaults on bonds or receiverships. These inquiries 
are natural, because the standing of railway bonds is a fundamental 
matter to thousands of publicly owned institutions. As shown by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, excluding those roads already 
in receivership, the number of railways earning less than fixed 
charges is only about 16 per cent or 17 per cent of the whole. This, 
howéver, includes some roads that are parts of larger systems able 
to look after them. It will be remembered that the carriers have now 
organized the Railway Credit Corporation on the plan provided between 
them and the Interstate Commerce Commission for assisting railways 
with deficient earnings from the special income authorized by” the 
Commission. This income is estimated at something over $100,000,000. 
The railway credit corporation has been approved by the railway 
executives and the Commission, and is now in course of confirmation 
by the boards of the different railway companies. Proposals are in 
progress by which financial assistance can be provided by the railway 
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credit corporation in anticipation of the collection of the increased 
rates assigned for this purpose. 

Beyond this the reconstruction finance corporation which I have 
proposed to the Congress, aside from ifs purposes to aid agricultural 
credit associations and the export of agricultural commodities and 
other stiffening of the credit situation, will under those recommenda- 
tions be able to give emergency aid in this situation also if it should 
be necessary. I, of course, regard the enactment of the authority to 
create this corporation as a most urgent matter. 

It is my understanding that progress is being made on the pro- 
posal from the conference of railway brotherhoods at Chicago that 
they should appoint a committee with power to act with the railway 
executives on wage questions, subject to confirmation of their locals, 
and that the railway executives are likewise appointing a committee 
with power to act on their behalf. 

Altogether this problem is receiving most serious attention. 


Issuance of this statement by the President was preceded 
by a conference with congressional leaders in which, it Was 
stated, the President urged prompt action in Congress on pro- 
posals looking to improvement of economic conditions, including 
creation of the finance corporation. E. G. Buckland, chairman 


of the board of the New Haven, and president of the Railroad 


Credit Corporation, conferred with the President. 

Mr. Willard, it was understood, reported to the President 
the results of the meeting of the railroad executives in New 
York December 18, at which action was taken with respect to 
effecting railway wage reductions. 

Mr. Willard said that the serving of the notice as to the 
desire to effect a 15 per cent reduction was merely a formal 
step to conform with the railway labor act and that it was not 
to be construed as a threat in connection with the efforts being 
made to obtain agreement with respect to a voluntary reduc- 
tion. He said some of the railroad labor leaders had approved 
such action. In the event no agreement is reached as to a Vol- 
untary reduction, it is understood that the railroad executives 
will then proceed with their proposal to effect a 15 per cent 
reduction under the procedure provided for by the railway labor 
act The proposal has been that the employes consent to a 10 
per cent reduction in wages, and it is this proposal that will 
be considered in the conference between the executives and the 
employes’ representatives. 

Assurance was given the President by Mr. Willard, it was 
understood, of the latter’s expectation that the railroad wage 
question would be worked out satisfactorily. Mr. Willard esti- 


mated that through a wage reduction cutting the wage bill of 
the carriers approximately $200,000,000, which would be approx- 
imately 10 per cent of the wage bill, and through the $100,000,000 


estimated to accrue from the increases in rates authorized by 
the Commission in the Fifteen Per Cent Case, the financial 
position of the railroads would be substantially strengthened. 


FINANCIAL RELIEF FOR RAILROADS 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Daniel Willard, president of the Baltimore and Ohio, told the 
Senate committee on banking and currency, Dec. 21, at a hear- 
ing on Senator Walcott’s bill S. 1, providing for creation of the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation, that the railroads should 
be included in the provisions of the bill under which the finance 
corporation would lend money to banks, bankers, railroads, etc., 
for the purpose of according emergency financial relief where 
necessary. 

The railroads, he said, had over a billion dollars of maturing 
obligations in the next three years. He said the B. & O. had 
$43,000,000 of 4144 per cent netes maturing next year. 

Eighty Class I railroads this year would fail to earn their 
fixed charges by about $90,000,000, it had been estimated, said 
Mr. Willard. In that connection he referred to the Railroad 
Credit Corporation and the money expected to accrue from the 
rate increase. 

It would be serious for the railroads if they had to borrow 
money at distress interest rates, said he, and he estimated that, 
for the railroads as a whole, such rates might result in the 
imposition of from $10,000,000 to $20,000,000 in additional inter- 
est charges. The setting up of a governmental agency to lend 
money to the railroads desiring it at reasonable interest rates 
would be very helpful, according to the witness. 

Mr. Willard told the committee there would fall due next 
year about $224,000,000 of short term notes issued by the rail- 
roads. 

Unless some railroads were able in some Way or Other to 
obtain rather large sums of money at reasonable rates, he said 
it would be necessary to stop work on additions and betterments 
now under way. 

Senator Brookhart, of Iowa, said if the government were to 
lend money to the railroads, he could not see why the farmers 
should not be treated the same way. He repeated statements 
made heretofore by him with respect to overcapitalization of the 
railroads. Mr. Willard said he might point out that, in fixing 
railroad rates, capitalization was left out of the picture. In the 
colloquy Mr. Willard said he had a farm in Connecticut and that 
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if he were a younger man he could go to it and make a living. 
The senator asked if the witness did not know how badly off 
the farmers were. Mr. Willard said he knew some farmers who 
were doing very well. 

“You know that agriculture is worse off than the railroads, 
don’t you?” asked Senator Brookhart. 

“No, I don’t know that agriculture is in any worse shape 
than the railroads are at present,” replied Mr. Willard. 

Mr. Willard said if the finance corporation’s aid were avail- 
able for railroads, it would not necessarily follow that the rail- 
roads would get all the money they needed from the corporation. 
The fact that they could get it, he said, would have a good 
psychological effect. 

In connection with a statement by the witness to the effect 
that the B. & O. could, with its present plant, handle 100 per 
cent more business than it was handling now, Senator Fletcher, 
of Florida, asked whether some business had not been perma- 
nently lost to other transportation agencies. Mr. Willard said 
he was not disturbed by the business being done by the other 
agencies—that with the increase in population and restoration 
of normal business conditions, he was not afraid that the rail- 
roads were not going to have enough business. He said it was 
estimated that the trucks took about 3 per cent of the traffic 
and that he was not particularly worried about that. 

Senator Couzens, chairman of the interstate commerce com- 
mittee, participated in the hearing to the extent of recommend- 
ing that the committee provide for a revolving fund for the rail- 
roads as was done in 1920 (section 210 of the transportation act) 
from which money would be lent on certificates issued by the 
Commission. The Senator thought the Commission should pass 
on the loans. 

Chairman Brainerd, of the Commission, submitted to the 
committee statistical data relating to the financial condition of 
the railroads as reflected through net railway operating income 
and other data. He said the statistics were for the purpose of 
showing the decline in revenues and traffic of the carriers. He 
said that, for the ten months ended with October this year, the 
net railway operating income of the carriers was $472,000,000 
as compared with $773,000,000 (both in round numbers) for the 
same period of 1930. He said that, in 1982, bond and equipment 
maturities of the railroads would be about $280,000,000. He was 
asked by Senator Walcott to submit to the committee detailed 
information as to maturing obligations of the railroads. Asked 
whether the Commission, if Congress so provided, could act 
promptly on application of carriers for loans, Chairman Brainerd 
said it could. 

Chairman Brainerd, Commissioner Mahaffie and M. O. Lor- 
enz, director of the Commission’s bureau of statistics, testified 
before the committee on the afternoon of December 22. 

Senator Glass, of Virginia, asked if the Commission had been 
disturbed by the thought that there would be more railroad re- 
ceiverships if relief were not afforded by the proposed finance 
corporation. 

Chairman Brainerd said the Commission had been appre- 
hensive and that it felt that the railroads would need approxi- 
mately $156,000,000 before May 1, 1932. He thought the banks 
would extend some of the railroad loans. 


Asked about the revolving fund under section 210 of the 
transportation act, Commissioner Mahaffie said there was prac- 
tically no money available and that money would have to be 
reappropriated if loans were to be made under that section. 


Commission Figures 


Chairman Brainerd submitted the following in response to 
the request of Senator Walcott for information: 


The following information is submitted in response to questions 
— by you during my testimony before your committee on De- 
cember 21: 

What are the maturities becoming due for payment by steam 
railroads during the first quarter of 1932, as to bonds, short term loans 
(including bank loans), and miscellaneous obligations? 

Answer: The Commission has not tabulated bond maturities by 
months, but a special report secured through the Bureau of Railway 
Ixconomics indicates the following totals for 128 Class I roads: 


Maturities, First Quarter, 1932 


$ 2,677,550 
Loans and bills payable (includes bank loans) 35,984,395 
Equipment trust obligations 35,560,820 
2. The same information for the remainder of the year 1932. 
Answer: For Class I operating railways (excluding lessor com- 
panies) the total amount of bond maturities for the year 1932, includ- 
ing the amount given above for the first quarter, is $70,299,513, that 
is, $67,621,963 for the last three quarters. Loans and bills payable on 
(outstanding) October 31, 1931, amounted to $224,145,827. The amount 
falling due after March 31 in the year 1932, is not available without 
special tabulation. The total amount of equipment trust obligations 
for 1932, including the amount given above for the first quarter, is 
$110,782,506, that is, $75,221,686 for the last three quarters. The term 
“bond” in this paragraph includes miscellaneous obligations running 
for more than two years. : 
(Continued on page 1399) 
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Welding Rails and Highways (Part IT) 


St. Louis Southwestern Rail and Highway Services Regarded as Example of Advanced Coordination 
—Typical Services of Other Carriers—To Date, Coordination Consists Largely of Extension 
of Rail Services with Highway Equipment, or Substitution of One Type of Equip- 
ment for Another—Rail Problem One of Protecting Return on Old Investment 


By HoMEeR H. SHANNON 


tribution of cars, it is a miserable excuse as a 

distributor of parcels,’ said J. R. Turney, vice- 
president of the St. Louis Southwestern, in an address before 
the Associated Traffic Clubs of America last October. In rec- 
ognition of that principle, the St. Louis Southwestern—or 
“Cotton Belt,” as it is commonly known—has probably gone far- 
ther in the coordination of rail and highway services than any 
other raliroad or transportation agency in the country. 

Its efforts in this direction began in 1928, with the organ- 
ization of the Southwestern Transportation Company, a common 
carrier trucking subsidiary. At the time the trucking sub- 
sidiary was organized coordination was not so much the pur- 
pose as competition with existing independent motor transport 
operators, said Daniel Upthegrove, president of the railroad. In 
the three years culminating in the evolution of the “Blue 
Streak,” however, the railroad has developed a completely co- 


OV in the steam train is ideally designed for the dis- 
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The “Blue Streak” of the Cotton Beit is said to be the fastest 
scheduled freight train in the world. At each of the ‘‘set-out” points 
indicated on the diagram, drawn approximately to scale, trucks 
await the arrival of the train, giving ‘“‘overnight” service to the entire 
territory between St. Louis and Shreveport, a distance of 590 miles. 


ordinated rail and highway service, with pick-up and delivery, 

extending over the entire territory served by its rail lines. 
Typically enough, “the St. Louis Southwestern’s coordina- 

tion began in a small way,” says Mr. Turney. “Trucks were 


used to concentrate sufficient freight at a loading point to justify 
the use of either a freight car or a large highway unit. 
found that, for merchandise shipments moving out 


We 
of large 





centers of distribution, it was necessary to load individual out- 
bound cars to each of the other large distribution points on 
our line, and many times to local points, in order to give sat- 
isfactory service to the shipper. By loading freight for one 
large community and a varying number of surrounding smaller 
communities in a single car, we found the number of such 
outbound cars could be reduced sufficiently to bring about 
economical use of the rail equipment. On arrival at the nearest 
destination, or the one to which the largest volume of ship- 
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Transferring a truck body of the Victory Lynn Lines, motor trans- 
port operator, to Pennsylvania car for line-haul movement. Loaded 
truck bodies in this service are transported between Baltimore and 
Salisbury, Md., on the rails and steamers of the Pennsylvania, 
the motor transport company performing the terminal service. 


ment was consigned, seals on the car were broken and the 
local merchandise handled to the freight house and later to 
consignees, either by the trucks of the highway transportation 
company or drays of the consignee. 


“A New Kind of Transportation” 


“These small beginnings gradually led up to the inaugura- 
tion, October 1, of a high-speed freight train, The Blue Streak, 
composed of eighteen merchandise cars only, pulled by pas- 
senger locomotives, that gives first morning delivery out of 
St. Louis from one end of the line to the other, reaching Shreve- 
port, La., after seven intermediate stops, at 11:50 the next 
morning. Departure from St. Louis is at 6:10 in the evening, 
so that the train covers the 590 miles between the two terminals 
at an average speed of nearly 34 miles an hour. Between St. 
Louis and Pine Bluff, Ark., a distance of 400 miles, it averages 
40 miles an hour, covering the distance in 10 hours. Delivery 
at Memphis, Little Rock, and points as far south as Camden, 
Ark., is made prior to the opening of business hours. 

“But, perhaps, of still greater significance, from the point 
of view of coordination, at each of the destinations cars are set 
out containing merchandise for receivers in a wide territory 
surrounding the set-out points. Shipments are immediately 
transferred to local delivery or highway units, so that we are 
able to reach every hamlet in the region served the next morn- 
ing, instead of the next week by slow branch line service.” 

The package freight loaded in the merchandise cars is not 
piled in indiscriminately, but is loaded into separate containers 
in terms of ultimate destination. At the break-bulk point these 
containers are rolled from the merchandise cars directly into 
highway units making store-door delivery. 
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“While the train transports nothing but package freight,” 
Mr. Turney says, “it distributes its merchandise only in car- 
loads, leaving to the truck the breaking up of the carloads and 
delivery of the individual shipments.” 

That, he said, was the distinguishing characteristic of co- 
ordination as in effect on his line. “It would be entirely im- 
possible,” he adds, “to achieve the speed of this merchandise 
service by using trucks all the way from origin to destination. 
Rail cars containing large quantities of merchandise must be 
handled long distances at high speed. This precludes frequent 
stops. Over-night delivery for distances of: only 100 miles is 
no longer good transportation. Trucks cannot give satisfactory 
over-night service for distances in excess of 250 or 300 miles. 
Trucks coordinated with high-speed trains, moving over a 
right-of-way not shared indiscriminately with other vehicles, 
double the limits of over-night service, extending the distribu- 
tion radius to 500 and 600 miles.” 


Loaded Trailers on Rails 


Another phase of coordination developed by the Cotton Belt 
in an effort to give shippers “the most effective service that 
modern transportation can render,” is the transportation of 
loaded highway trailers on rail flat cars. Shipments assembled 
by the highway subsidiary of the railroad and loaded into high- 
way units, in numerous instances, cover the line-haul securely 
fastened to rail cars and then are rolled off for the terminal 
service on the highways. In some instances, only a portion 
of the line haul is performed with the trailer on the flat car 
and the rest completed on the highway. “Trailers loaded on 
flat cars can be transported in rail service at far less cost and 
with much greater public safety. Large units, transporting 
heavy loads, have no place on publicly constructed highways,” 
it is stated, “beyond the minimum haul necessary to effect move- 
ment from rail terminal to the point at which the merchandise 
is to be used.” 

That, then, is a skeleton description of what is generally 
regarded as the most advanced example of coordinated rail 
and highway service yet developed. To some extent it is paral- 
leled in the east by services begun this year by the New Haven, 
in conjunction with the Pennsylvania and the Boston & Maine. 


Freight Service Faster than Mails 


In the first half of the year, the New Haven placed in service 
a new fast merchandise train between Boston and other south- 
ern New England points, on the north, and Newark, Camden, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore and intermediate points, on the south, 
in conjunction with the Pennsylvania. ‘That was followed by 
the “Maine Bullet,” which was placed in service between New 
York and Portland, Me. Both trains operate on expedited 
schedules, giving over-night deliveries in the territory served. 

F. J. Wall, general traffic manager of the New Haven, had 
the following to say about the general phases of coordination 
of rail and highway freight services by his line: 

“Our motor truck service supplements our railroad freight 
service and a large part of our truck operations are a_ sub- 
stitute for local way freight trains. In addition to the economies 
that have been obtained from substituting motor trucks for the 
local way freight trains, practically seventy per cent of the 
less-carload freight handled by our trucks receives at least 
twenty-four hours’ better service than before the truck service 
was established.” 

As to the two fast merchandise trains previously referred 
to, he explained that “motor trucks operate between outlying 
points and the large centers located on the main line, which 
we term points of concentration, assembling and distributing 
the less-carload merchandise freight handled in these fast trains. 
Motor trucks have made possible establishment of an ‘acccept 
today, deliver tomorrow,’ plan of handling less-than-carload 
freight. Under this plan, over-night transportation is provided 
between practically every point served by the New Haven. 
Prior to inauguration of the “accept today, deliver tomorrow’ 
plan, much of our scheduled railroad serice for shipments of 
this nature was two, three, and four days.” 


Benefits cf Substitution 


Continuing with a general account of the benefits accruing 
to the railroad and shippers through the New Haven’s program 
of coordination, Mr. Wall said: 

“As a result of the substitution of highway trucks for 
local way freight trains, forty-two locomotives have been re- 
leased and are available for other service. More than three 
hundred classifications of freight have been discontinued, re- 
sulting in a reduction of over 1,500 cars a week in the number 
of cars required for local freight service. The saving in freight 
train operations, including the per diem on the cars, exceeds 
$800,000 a year. As the expense for the motor trucks that 
have been substituted for railroad service amounts to $500,000 
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a year, the net saving in freight expense exceeds $300,000 a 
year. 
“The New Haven’s motor truck service is provided by the 
New England Transportation Company, our highway sub- 
sidiary. In addition to providing motor truck service for the 
railroad, as a substitute for rail service, it also performs con- 
siderable door-to-door truck service for its own account; on the 
same basis ag that of other motor transport operators. This 
door-to-door service is provided chiefly on the shorter hauls, 
where the traffic can be handled more expeditiously and more 
economically by truck than by rail. This straight highway 
operation, while incidental to the substitution of highway equip- 
ment for that on rails, has, in itself, been profitable.” 

Highway truck and coach service of the New England 
Transportation Company has, as well, been coordinated with 
the freight and passenger service of electric lines and steam- 
ship lines operated by subsidiaries of the railroad. 


New Return on Old Investment 


Perhaps the nearest thing to large scale coordination of 
rail and highway services in the western part of the country 
is that of the Southern Pacific on the west coast, through the 
Pacific Motor Transport, a subsidiary of the Pacific Electric, 
which, in turn, is a 600-mile electric line subsidiary of the 
Southern Pacific. In effect, the operation of the motor trans- 
port company, which gives a store-door delivery service all 
the way from Portland, Ore., on the north, to the Mexican bor- 
der on the south, with many ramifications and extensions 
throughout southern California, may be said to represent 
nothing more nor less than technique recently learned. The 
extensive operations of Pacific Motor Transport Company have 


_all been built up in about two and a half years and are typical 


of the coordination efforts of a number of other lines. 

Creation of the motor transport subsidiary and its opera- 
tion brought little or no new equipment or facilities into ex- 
istence. Its operations represent simply a new and more 
intensive use, under a coordinating head, of old facilities. 
Officials of the Southern Pacific have described its operations 
as comparable to that of the Railway Express Agency, with 
the difference that it uses the freight facilities of the railroad 
and electric line rather than passenger facilities. 

Tariffs of Pacific Motor Transport make available to ship- 
pers a door-to-door service at approximately rail carload rates, 
on minimum weights of eight and ten thousand pounds. Ex- 
cept at Los Angeles and Santa Barbara, where the company 
makes its own pick-up and delivery, it owns no highway equip- 
ment, but contracts with local cartage companies for those 
services, using rail facilities to consolidate shipments and 
for the line haul. Carrying out the parallel between the Rail- 
way Express Agency and itself, the coordinated agency oper- 
ates under a contract with the railroad for the line-haul serv- 
ice. The compensation received by the railroad is whatever 
is left from gross receipts of the transport company after the 
latter has paid its expenses of operation and deducted a return 
on investment. 

The company was first organized to operate over the elec- 
tric line and its activities later extended to the lines of the 
Southern Pacific. The rapid development of motor transport 
in the last few years was responsible for the extension, which 
is still going on. “At first,’ according to L. B. Young, vice- 
president and manager of the transport subsidiary, “truck 
competition was felt by the rail lines only on hauls up to 150 
to 200 miles. There has been such a rapid development since 
that it is now felt up to 500 and 600 miles.” 


Supplementation, Coordination, Substitution 


In general, the three types of service represented by that 
of the Pacific Motor Transport Company, where a new use is 
simply made of existing facilities; that of the Cotton Belt, 
where a highway subsidiary of the railroad supplements rail 
equipment with its own facilities, and the innumerable exam- 
ples of the substitution of highway for rail equipment on 
branch line or way freight service, by means of either a sub- 
sidiary owned by the rail line cr contracts with independent 
highway operators, outline the methods so far developed for 
the joint use of the two types of transportation. Anything like 
a complete list of carriers employing the one method or the 
other to weld together the mony thousands of miles of smooth 
concrete ribbons and rails of the country into a single trans- 
portation unit is not available. The ones here described are 
typical of what is being done and, for the most part, represent 
the highest points of the development. The valleys lying 
between the peaks are wide and largely uncultivated. 

With the exception of that of so-called forwarding com- 
panies and electric lines, carriers in the eastern part of the 
country have made relatively no concession to the principle 
of “complete transportation,’ or store-door delivery. They 
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have been among the most active in the substitution of high- 
way equipment for that on rails, where economy of operation 
and superior service can be achieved. As previously indicated, 
that is essentially in connection with branch line and local 
freight service and in terminal operation. 


Many Other Illustrations 


Numerous aspects of the problem of coordination, as it has 
found expression in changes in the physcial picture of trans- 
portation in both freight and passenger fields, have not been 
touched. Some of those have had to do with changes in sched- 
ues of freight trains, in the closing hours of freight stations, 
and the speeding up of trains in connection with the inaugura- 
tion of store-door delivery. In the passenger field, bus and 
train schedules have been coordinated, and in a number of 
instances duplication of passenger station facilities has been 
avoided by operating busses of railroad-owned subsidiaries out 
of existing rail passenger stations. The Missouri Pacific and 
other lines are selling passenger tickets that may be used 
over both rail and highways for a part of an individual trip 
on a moderately extensive scale. At its station in East Los 
Angeles the Union Pacific has provided motor coach service, 
connecting with trains, serving a number of surrounding towns 
and resorts. A passenger wishing to go to one of these points 
is spared the inconvenience of a transfer in Los Angeles 
to trolley, train or motor for the last leg of his journey, and 
avoids the congestion of a large city. Items of this character 
would make a long list, but, even so, joints needed to unify 
the immense highway and rail mileage of the country are more 
conspicuous by their absence than by their presence. 


New Type of Terminal Forecast 


In strictly terminal operations, railroads are making a 
great variety of applications of the truck. With little or no 
attention having been attracted to it in a public way, railroads 
have gradually been supplementing their rail facilities in ter- 
minals with highway vehicles. In a great many cases it has 
been found that highway equipment can perform the transfer 
of freight between large and small receiving stations and 
between one railroad and another, more quickly and efficiently 
than it can be done on rails. The collection and dissemina- 
tion of merchandise freight in large terminals is notoriously 
wasteful in the use made of rail equipment. An instance is 
cited of the substitution of tractors and trailers by the New 
York Central on a movement that formerly required eight miles 
of switching by rail to make delivery. The truck movement 
traverses only two city blocks. 

“Of the total life of a freight car, approximately ninety 
per cent is spent in terminals,” said Mr. Turney, at Tulsa, be- 
fore the Associated Traffic Clubs of America. “Only ten per 
cent is spent in line-haul movement. No small part of the 
blame for this situation is due to the insistence of the railroads 
that freight be brought to their right-of-way.” 

The situation which he described and developments to 
date suggest that, as he said, in the future, “trucks will do 
a large part of the switching now done by rail.” It may be 
desirable to consolidate terminals of a large number of lines 
into a few super terminals anywhere from fifteen to fifty miles 
outside the large cities and industrial centers, with truck 
movements focusing on these master terminals from all direc- 
tions, shifting with clock-like precision from one to another, 
and from one loading and unloading platform to another, with 
loaded trains pulling directly out on the line haul with the 
same regularity. That and the performance of all or a large 
part of all local service over the highways are among the 
suggestions students of coordination have gleaned from recent 
developments and the problems that have compelled the 
changes, 

Coordination a Railroad Story 


In dealing with what has been done to coordinate rail 
and highway services the approach has been entirely from 
the side of the railroads. It is so because, to date, there has 
been little or no coordination of any other kind. The one pos- 
sible exception that comes to mind is that of the shippers’ 
use of motor transport companies, or truck terminals, to break 
up pool cars and “fan them out” to surrounding territory. 

“It becomes clearer every day,” says a recent report of 
a railroad organization, “that neither fair competition nor 
effective coordination can be had until highway operations are 
founded on a basis of economic stability and have been re- 
quired to meet in full the responsibilities inherent in the serv- 
ice which they seek to perform.” 

It is undoubtedly true that rail and highway coordination 
has not developed as it would have done under equal regula- 
tion of rail and highway carriers. Joint rates and services of 
independent rail and highway carriers, in the opinion of many, 
cannot be placed in effect until the highway operator is made 
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responsible to a regulatory body in something like the same 
sense the railroads now are. To that may be added that co- 
ordination, as it has developed—a purely railroad project— 
has, to a large extent, had as its object the protection of an 
existing investment. Naturally, that has been qualified by the 
demands of the customers and other conditions, but its seems 
not unlikely that the former aspect has usually been dominat- 
ing. If a man owns a grocery store and he finds that changed 
conditions are jeopardizing his investment, his problem ig not 
solved when he opens a filling station on the corner lot. He 
may make money out of the filling station, but that will not 
stop losses at the grocery store. 





FRENCH AUTORAIL BUS 





A new recruit in the war between railroad management 
and changing conditions offered as a solution of the problem 
of branch line and local passenger service has been developed 
by a French tire company in the form of a light autorail bus. 
The accompanying picture shows one of the new cars operating 
over rails on pneumatic tires in France. Introduction of this 
bus into this country is said to be a possibility of the imme- 
diate future. The first of these cars will arrive in New York 
in a short time, according to an announcement. 

This new type of rail car, for the first time introducing 
pneumatic tires “between the hammer of the carriage and the 
anvil of the rail’ is said to give unusual riding comfort and 
provide many operating economies. Light construction of the 
car as contrasted with that of the ordinary rail passenger car 
is said by the manufacturer to give the new piece of equipment 
great superiority over that which it is expected to replace. 
It is pointed out that existing rail equipment must be of heavy 
construction to prevent wheel spin in starting and stopping 
and to absorb shocks transmitted by steel wheels. Introduction 
of pneumatic tires makes excessive weight in the vehicle un- 
necessary, it is stated, and the adherence of the pneumatic 
tire to the rail is such that spinning is avoided. Dead weight 
of the vehicle is said to be about one-seventh of that of ordi- 
nary rail cars in service in France. 

Liberal braking and accelerating capacities incident to the 
use of rubber tires are said to give high commercial over-all 
speeds on short runs and to obviate the necessity for usual 
grade-crossing protection. Large crowds can be accommodated 
by grouping several busses, at intervals of a few hundred yards, 
wide spacing on the rails essential in the operation of vehicles 
on steel wheels not being required, according to the announce- 
ments. 


“The 1930 balance sheets of the large railway and maritime 
transportation companies were deplorable,” said M. Raoul Dau- 
try, director-general of the French State Railways, in discussing 
the new equipment. “The results of the early months of 1931 
are still worse. There is a constant loss of heavy and re- 
munerative traffic. It is brought about by stagnation in equip- 
ment. 

“Short branch lines are largely responsible for our heavy 
deficits. The new autorail bus, operating at little expense, is 
capabale of reviving local traffic and considerably increasing 
the receipts of our railways.” 


REGULATION OF HIGHWAY TRAFFIC 


Regulation of the transportation of persons and property 
on the highways was urged in the House of Representatives, 
December 21, by Representative Millard, whose home is in 
Westchester county, N. Y., through which run the Albany and 
Boston post roads. 

“The extent of the growth of truck, freight train, and motor- 
bus traffic on these highways has been brought to my attention,” 
said he, “and the same thing applies to every principal highway 
generally in the United States. These truck freight trains are 
a great menace to the comfort, health, and safety of the people, 
and I would just briefly make a few statements and recom- 
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mendations showing my investigation as to these motor-truck 
trains and busses.” 

Reference to “the committee” in the following was ex- 
plained at Mr. Millard’s office to be to a committee of the Dobb’s 
Ferry (N. Y.) Republican Club. His remarks continue: 


Residential property is being ruined by this traffic. 


First. 
Public health is seriously menaced by all-night noise 


Second. 
and fumes. 

Third. Passenger and ordinary automobile traffic is endangered 
— —— by the size and speed of motor freight and passenger 
vehicles. 

Fourth. Highways are being used and broken down by heavy 
freight trucks and passenger busses, without equitable contribution 
to cost and maintenance of the highways. 

Fifth. Bus and freight traffic are constantly 
threaten to monopolize the highways. 

Sixth. Bus and freight traffic are viciously conducted by reason 
of the lack of public regulation. 


Effect on Transportation and Commerce 

First. The volume of motor-truck and passenger-bus traffic is 
rapidly increasing. 

Second. The size of both freight and passenger vehicles is con- 
stantly increasing. 

Third. The use of truck trailers is becoming more prevalent. 

Fourth. That the use of such trailers is augmented by car load- 
mo — forwarding companies and by other freight carriers acting 
or them. 

Fifth. The “truck and trailer’? referred to in third and fourth 
is, to a large extent, the objectionable traffic. 

Sixth. The committee has reason to believe that the motor freight 
traffic is, to a large extent, interstate traffic. 

Seventh. The committee believes that this traffic is forced to 
the highways and motor trucks by inability of the railroads to re- 
duce their less-than-carload rates to meet the rates of the common- 
carrier trucking companies, because the railroads are compelled by 
the interstate commerce act to extend reduced rates made to meet 
such competition to other territories and other traffic where such com- 
petition does not exist. 

Eighth. The motor-freight and interstate passenger-bus traffic 
es —v diverted from the railroads on which such traffic properly 

elongs. 

Ninth. Both the railroads and the motor-freight and bus-passen- 
ger carriers are essential to transportation, but are now being oper- 
ated uneconomically in competition for limited classes of traffic, to 
the detriment of all concerned. 

Tenth. Regulation of the motor carriers will eventually determine 
economically the kind of transportation which should prevail, and 
will result in the retirement of either the railroad or the motor 
earrier from the field in which it cannot compete at the rates and 
furnish the services provided by the more efficient carrier. 


Recommendations 


First. That the transportation of persons and property for hire 
by motor vehicles on the public highways be subject to the jurisdic- 
tion and regulatory powers of state and federal commissions, 

Second. That the operation of motor vehicles upon the public 
highways for such transportation be prohibited unless a certificate 
of public necessity and convenience be obtained. 

Third. That operators of motor vehicles for transportation for 
hire (by common carriers) on public highways be required to operate 
under public regulations similar to those imposed on railroads, and at 
least be required: 

(a) To give full information concerriing ownership, financial con- 
dition, equipment, including size, weight, and capacity of each vehicle, 
and the physical property of the operator. 

(b) To designate the routes over which the carrier operates. 

(c) To publish tariffs and file a stipulation to observe all rates, 
schedules, practices and classifications stated in their published tariffs 
or prescribed by any commission. 


ROAD SHOW AND CONVENTION 


Attendance of about 25,000 road builders and truck oper- 
ators is expected at the twenty-ninth annual convention and 
road show of the American Road Builders’ Association at De- 
troit January 11 to 15, including state, county, and city highway 
officials of every state in the Union, as well as from adjoining 
countries. 

“This exposition has grown to include not only the ma- 
chines and materials for road building and maintenance (19,- 
000,000 pounds of it at St. Louis last year), but also the com- 
mercial vehicles for transporting over the roads and streets,” 
says an official announcement. “It is now both a road show 
and a highway transportation exposition. In addition to every 
conceivable material and machine for roads and streets, the 
exposition this year will include the largest display of motor 
trucks ever shown in the United States.” 

The convention officials indicate that one of the outstanding 
features of the convention will be an open mass meeting at 
which highway programs and prosperity will be discussed. Mat- 
ters that demand attention, it is stated, include the threatening 
diversion of the gasoline tax to purposes other than for roads 
and streets, and the increased highway building program to 
provide jobs for the unemployed. 

Subjects to be considered at the convention sessions on 
highway transport include truck taxation, coordination of high- 
way and railroad transportation, vehicle tires, utility of the 
highways, insurance, and social and industrial phases of motor 
freighting. Among the speakers will be G. W. Sprowls, man- 
ager of highway transportation, Goodyear Tire and Rubber Com- 
pany; E. F. Loomis, secretary of the motor freight committee 
of the National Automobile Chamber of Commerce; H. S. Shertz, 
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counsel, Motor Freight Carriers’ Association; Tom Snyder, sec- 
retary, Truck Association Executives of America; S. O. Dunn, 
Editor of the Railway Age, and W. O. Dilks, specialist in cas- 
ualty and transportation insurance. 

Among numerous other organizations holding meetings in 
Detroit in conjunction with the meeting and exposition of the 
road builders’ association are Truck Association Executives of 
America and the Consolidated Truck Terminal Operators. 


IMPROVEMENT OF HIGHWAYS 


Information from state highway departments shows that 
the volume of highway contracts let in November held up un- 
usually well, according to a report from W. C. Markham, ex- 
ecutive secretary of the American Association of State Highway 
Officials, to Fred C. Croxton, assistant director of the Presi- 
dent’s organization on unemployment relief. 

“While there are no definite figures for November, 1930, to 
enable a comparison for November this year,” Mr. Markham 
said, “it is general knowledge that the winter months usually 
have been slack in construction work. 

“Nineteen states, for which comparable contract reports 
are available for October and November this year, show an un- 
usual increase in contracts for the latter month. In October 
they reported $19,682,252 worth of contracts let, and in Novem- 
ber $20,367,145. 

“Twenty-nine states reporting employment both in Octo- 
ber and November showed 202,691 men employed on highway 
work in October and 184,344 in November. State highway de- 
partments are making every effort to keep up work during win- 
ter months. In some cases, as in Michigan, where an $11,000,000 
program is on for the winter, the funds ordinarily scheduled for 
next summer’s work are being used.” 

Federal road appropriations should not be increased, accord- 
ing to a report submitted by the committee on program of 
federal public works, of which James R. Garfield, of Cleveland, 
O., is chairman, to the President’s organization on unemploy- 
ment relief. 

“Since 1928,” said the committee, “about one and one-half 
billion dollars has been annually expended throughout the 
country, of which the federal government has appropriated 
$125,000,000 per annum. A similar amount is budgeted for the 
year 1932. In considering the relation of these expenditures to 
present unemployment, the real question is not the need of more 
money but rather the expenditure of money at places where an 
emergency may exist. To be of maximum advantage in the 
present situation the allocation of road appropriations should 
be discretionary instead of being fixed by law.” 

The committee expressed opposition to a huge federal bond 
issue for a great public works construction program. 


MEETING TRUCK COMPETITION 


Western railroads have in mind several steps to be taken 
soon to allow them to compete with the truck in the handling 
of live stock shipments on a more even basis. Some of these 
changes have been adopted, some will go into effect soon, and 
others are in the formative state, according to A. F. Cleveland, 
vice-president rates and divisions, of the Chicago & North 
Western Railway. 

“One step just inaugurated by the western lines is the ad- 
vancing of truck charges from the farm to the railroad station. 
Under this provision the farmer can contract with a trucker 
to deliver his stock to the railroad facilities and the railroad 
will pay the trucking cost, collecting, in turn, at the destination 
for this cost. The live stock is shipped by rail into market 
and sold by the commission merchant, who sends the proceeds, 
less trucking atid railroads charges, to the farmer,” Mr. Cleve- 
land explained. 

“The railroads also have under consideration the making 
of rates with lower minimums so that live stock business in 
small quantities ordinarily handled by truck can be handled on a 
carload rate basis. A graded scale is contemplated with varying 
minimum weights starting with 6,000 pounds subject to a rate 
scale of certain percentages of the standard carload basis. This 
will mean a considerable saving to the shipper who has but a 
small quantity of live stock to market, as the transportation 
costs will be materially lower than the present less-than-carload 
basis.” 


GRADE CROSSING ACCIDENTS 


With the view of bringing about uniformity in methods ot 
protection at railroad highway grade crossings, thereby increas: 
ing safety to the public, the joint committee on grade crossing 
protection of the American Railway Association has recom: 
mended uniform laws and codes relating to safety on the high- 
ways and state supervision over the creation of new grade 
crossings. 
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The joint committee consists of members representing the 
operating, safety, engineering, and signal departments of the 
railroads and was formed not only for the purpose of recom: 
mending safety standards, but to coordinate the activities of 
the railroads in an effort to bring still greater safety at railroad 
highway grade crossings and to provide a medium by which 
public authorities can become acquainted with the most modern 
thought of the rail carriers in these matters. All recommenda- 
tions made by the joint committee are strictlty in line with 
the recommendations of the National Conference on Street and 
Highway Safety. Among the recommendations made by the 
joint committee are: 


1. That all state legislatures, which have prescribed different 
standards for railroad-highway grade crossing protection than those 
embodied in the bulletin, revise such laws. 

2. That the state regulatory bodies having control of the railroads 


should have jurisdiction over grade crossing protection on all public 
’ 


streets and highways. 
3. That the state regulatory bodies should be authorized and 
required to prescribe uniform warning signs for use at grade crossings. 
4, That no new grade crossings should be constructed except on 
orders of the state regulatory body following a hearing. 


5. That the cost of crossing protection be apportioned between 
the railroads and the federal, state, county, city or other political 
division, depending on the highway involved. 

6. That the recommendations of the National Conference on 
street and Highway Safety be adopted by the several states. 


The joint committee said that fully as important as the 
use of protective devices at railroad-highway grade crossings 
was the education of the users of the highways as to exercising 
proper care in approaching and crossing railroad tracks, and 
pointed out despite the fact that, in 1930, fatalities due to auto- 
mobile mishaps on the highway increased 8 per cent and reached 
the enormous total of 31,000 in the year, 465 fewer persons lost 
their lives in grade crossing accidents in 1930 than in the pre. 
ceding year. It regarded this as evidence that it was possible 
to make substantial reductions in grade crossing accidents. 


FINANCIAL RELIEF FOR RAILROADS 


(Continued from page 1394) 


3. Comparative earnings for the years 1928, 1929, 
(estimated on basis of reports for 10 months). 
Answer: The earnings from operations were as follows: 
Class | Railways 
(Including Switching and Terminal Companies) 
Net Railway Operat- 


1930 and 1931 


Gross Rail- ing Income (After 
way Operating Taxes, but Before 
Calendar Year Revenues Fixed Charges) 
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$6,189,917,189 
6,360,303,775 
5,342,957,046 885,011,325 
4,225,000,000 535,800,000 

*Estimated by adding to the amounts reported for the first ten 
months, the earnings of the last two months of 1930 reduced by the 
same percentage that October, 1931, earnings fell below those of 
October, 1930. 

No adjustment has been attempted to allow for deferred mainte- 
nance. 

4. How promptly can the Commission accomplish the purpose 
sought in this bill through section 210, or does the Commission rely 
on new legislation? 

Answer: If the Commission were authorized to resume the making 
of loans under section 210, it could promptly certify the loans, upon 
proper application, for payment by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
In an emergency less than a week might be required within the Com- 
mission. Some investigation would be made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury before payment. 


$1,194,487,806 
1,274,595, 403 


M. W. Harrison, president of the National Association of 
Owners of Railroad and Utilities Securities, appeared in support 
of the finance corporation bill as did other witnesses appearing 
on behalf of insurance and banking interests. 

President Hoover said December 22 he had been assured 
that the finance corporation legislation would be enacted imme- 
diately after the holiday recess. 

The sub-committee of the banking and currency committee 
of the Senate that has charge of the bill providing for creation 
of a reconstruction finance corporation at a night session De- 
cember 22 voted to report the bill, with revisions, favorably. 
It was believed that provision would be made in the bill as 
revised for reference to the Commission of applications of 
railroads for loans from the corporation. 

Though witnesses for the Commission expressed no opin- 
ion as to whether the railroads should be provided for in the 
bill or in a separate measure reviving the lending of money 
to railroads from a revolving fund as was done in the trans- 
portation act of 1920, other witnesses said that to the end there 
would be as little delay as possible, provision for aiding rail- 
rcads should be included in the finance corporation bill. 


APPOINTMENTS CONFIRMED 
The Senate December 21 confirmed the nominations of Com- 
missioners Meyer and Lee, of the Commission, and of John 
Williams, of the Board of Mediation. All were reappointments. 
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COUZENS’ RAIL INQUIRY 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Plans of Chairman Couzens, of the Senate interstate com- 
merce committee, for an immediate congressional inquiry into 
the railroad situation (see Traffic World, Dec. 12, p. 1272) 
met with a rebuff in the Senate on the afternoon of December 
18, when Senator Copeland, of New York, objected to, and thus 
blocked for the time being, consideration of the Couzens’ in- 
quiry resolution. 

Indications also were that even if the Senate passed the 
joint resolution, the House committee on interstate and foreign 
commerce would not act favorably on it. The House committee 
may favor an investigation into the entire transport competitive 
situation, as recommended by the Commission, but it is under- 
stcod that a number of members of the committee do not look 
with favor on an inquiry along the lines proposed by Senator 
Couzens which would go principally to issues relating to the 
present financial condition of the railroads and railroad em- 
ployment. 

Senator Copeland was believed to have epitomized the feel- 
ing of those opposed to the Couzens’ resolution when he stated 
that “this measure would lead to protracted discussions without 
having any objective in mind except a hazy one to give relief 
if relief is possible.” 

Discussion of the resolution arose in the Senate when Sen- 
ator Townsend, of Delaware, of the committee to audit and 
control the contingent expenses of the Senate, reported favor- 
ably the resolution with an amendment reducing the amount 
of money to be expended for the investigation from not more 
than $10,000 to not more than $1,000. 

Senator Copeland said he. wondered not only what the com- 
mittee could do with $1,000 to investigate the railroad problem 
but also what more could be disclosed than had been brought 
out by the long hearings before the Commission, the reference 
being to the hearings in the Fifteen Per Cent Case, 1931. 

Senator Couzens said it would be the purpose of the com- 
mittee, which would be created by the resolution, so far as he 
could speak for it, to constitute “a forum where the representa- 
tives of the railroads themselves could come and present their 
needs and suggest what might be done by Congress to assist 
them.” He said there were several ways of doing that, adding 
that one way was to provide loans through the President’s pro- 
posal for a reconstruction loan agency and that another was 
to create a revolving fund as was done at the end of federal 
control. 

“There can be no doubt that the railroads are in a des- 
perate condition,” said Senator Copeland. ‘When a great sys- 
tem like the one going through my state—the New York Central 
Railroad—a system which has not failed to pay a dividend for 
60 years—finds itself confronted by such distress that it passes 
its dividend, and its stock has so declined that it is no longer 
legal for certain institutions in my state to use it as security, 
it gives evidence that something is wrong. 

“IT have no disposition to assent to a protracted hearing on 
the part of the committee—a hearing which undoubtedly would 
cover very much of the material which was gone over at great 
length through the summer. On that account I have serious 
question about the propriety of passing this concurrent reso- 
lution.” 


The New York senator said it would seem that the right 
way to do would be for Senator Couzens to prepare a bill that 
in his judgment would cover the needs of the railroads so 
far as the Congress could relieve the distress and present it 
to the Senate. He said the bill could then be referred to the 
interstate commerce committee with full authority to conduct 
such hearings as might be needed to develop whether or not 
Senator Couzens’ plan was a Wise one. 

Senator Couzens said there was no desire to “repeat the 
collection of information” obtained by the Commission. He 
said he had no idea what to present. He said the railroads 
had made no showing and that he could not prepare a bill stat- 
ing what ought to be done. He said he wanted the recom- 
mendations of the railroads. 

“T cannot present a bill in advance,” said he, “I do not 
know.” 

Senator Copeland remarked that what Senator Couzens had 
said strengthened his impression that the measure would lead 
to protracted discussions without there being any objective 
except a hazy one to give relief if relief was possible. He ob- 
jected to consideration of the resolution for the time being 
and said he would discuss the matter with Senator Couzens 
“and perhaps We can take action later.” 

The Couzens resolution was restored to the Senate cal- 
endar after it had been agreed to December 21 in the absence 
of Senator Copeland. Senator Tydings, of Maryland, after the 
resolution had been agreed to, said the New York senator’s 
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cffice had asked him to object in his name to consideration of 
the resolution if it should come up. Unfortunately, said he, 
while senators were at lunch and without a quorum being 
called, the matter was taken up‘and the resolution was agreed 
to. He asked that the vote by which the resolution was agreed 
to be reconsidered. Senator Couzens said he had no objection, 
.nd the resolution was restored to the calendar. 

The Senate took a recess from December 22 to January 4 
without having taken further action on the Couzens’ resolution. 
TRANSPORTATION BILLS 

Senator Hastings, of Delaware, has introduced §S. 2198, a 
bill to amend paragraph (3) of section 1 of the interstate com- 
merce act so as to bring freight forwarding companies’or per- 
cons within the definition of ‘“‘common carrier” subject to the 
TCt. 

Senator Barkley, of Kentucky, has introduced S. 2215, a bill 
to amend paragraph (4) of section 1 and paragraph (3) of sec- 
tion 3 of the interstate commerce act, so as to bring common 
carriers engaged in the transmission of intelligence within the 
terms of those sections. . 

Representative Luce, of Massachusetts, has introduced 
House joint resolution 157 authorizing and directing the Com- 
mission and the Shipping Board to make a joint investigation 
into the practicability of equalizing rail rates and ocean rates 
on export and import traffic between points in the United States 
and points in foreign countries by way of the several United 
States ports, and to make a joint report thereon. 

Representative Bacharach, of New Jersey, has introduced 
H. R. 90, a reintroduction of H. R. 9330 of the last session, pro- 
viding for amendment of the judicial code to limit the juris- 
diction of the federal district courts in cases brough.to restrain 
the enforcement of ordevs of state commissions and boards. 

Representative Colton, of Utah, has introduced H. R. 6582, 
a bill to provide for the compromise and settlement of claims 
held by the United States arising under the loan provisions of 
section 210 of the transportation act of 1920. 

Representative McLeod, of Michigan, has introduced H. R. 
6024, a bill providing for a Department of Aeronautics and a 
Secretary of Aeronautics, to foster, promote, regulate and de- 
velop the science of aeronautics. The new department would 
take over the duties of the aeronautics branch of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce. 





ELKINS ACT INDICTMENT 

The Commission has been informed that on December 10, a 
federal grand jury at Detroit, Mich., returned indictments 
against the Oliver Farm Implement Co., of Battle Creek, Mich., 
the Michigan Central and Grand Trunk Western for alleged 
violations of the Elkins act. 

The indictments charged that the carriers had held export 
shipments of thresher combines in transit, at Battle Creek, for 
stated periods of time without assessing demurrage charges, 
thereby granting and giving concessions and advantages which 
were accepted and received by the equipment company. Burt 
L. Smelker, one of the Commission’s attorneys, presented the 
facts to the grand jury. 





CEMENT FOURTH SECTION 


The Commission has reopened, as to the fourth section 
phase, No. 14936, Iola Cement Mills Traffic Association et al. 
vs. Arkansas Western et al., No. 15151, Oklahoma Portland 
Cement Co. et al. vs. D. & R. G. W. et al., No. 16845, Iola Cement 
Mills Traffic Association et al. vs. A. & V. et al., and eleven 
groups of fourth section applications for relief on cement rates, 
filed by tariff publishing agents Leland, Johanson, Tilford and 
Boyd, for further hearing at times and places hereafter to be 
announced. Some applications on which hearings have not 
been had are also included. As to them the proceedings will 
be initial and not further hearings. 

Destinations in the southwest, southeast and western trunk 
line territories are involved, as shown by the fact that applica- 
tions filed by the tariff publishing agents named are to be con- 
sidered. They publish rates in the territories enumerated. 


TEXAS OIL ADJUSTMENT 


The Commission, in fourth section order No. 10792, petro- 
leum and petroleum products between points in Texas, based 
upon Fonda’s applicaticn No. 14568, has authorized the Texas 
lines to establish rates on the commodities indicated, over all 
routes between points in Texas, the lowest rates applicable 
over any routes between the same points constructed on the 
basis of the scale shown in Appendix II of the supplemental 
report in No. 17000, part 4-A, Hoch-Smith refined petroleum 


products in the southwest, 174 I. C. C. 745, and maintain them 
until February 15, subject to the limitations set forth in the 
report. 


Rates on the low-grade products and crude oil over the 
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routes thus given fourth section relief are to be on the basis 
of 80 per cent of the rates on the highly refined products. 

This order is of a stop-gap nature. The Texas adjustment 
went into effect December 15, while the adjustment in other 
parts of the southwest to the Hoch-Smith basis has been post- 
poned until February 15. In connection with the report the 
Commission issued fourth section order No. 10614. The pur- 
pose of the order issued under Fonda’s application is to allow 
the Texas lines to bring their new rates into conformity with 
the standards set in No. 10614 and continue it until the whole 
adjustment becomes operative, when the provisions of No. 106114 
will be extended to Texas. 


DANGEROUS ARTICLES RULES 

The Commission, by division 6, in No. 3666, in the matter 
of regulations for the transportation of explosives and other 
dangerous articles by freight and express and in baggage serv- 
ice, has issued amendments to the code of rules and regulations, 
heretofore considered by those interested, effective not later 
than March 21. The order permits compliance with the amend- 
ments on and after the date of approval and publication, the 
date of publication being December 15, but requires them to 
be made operative not later than March 21 in the event they 
are not complied with before that day. The amendments as 
published by the Commission cover 30 mimeographed pages of 
large letter size. 





N. Y. C. BOND ISSUE 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 9056, New 
York Central bond issue, has authorized the New York Central 
to issue $100,000,000 of 5 per cent refunding and improvement 
mortgage bonds, series C, to mature October 1, 2013, to reim- 
burse the company’s treasury for capital expenditures for addi- 
tions and betterments in the period January 1, 1922, to Decem- 
ber 31, 1929. 

The New York Central, in its application, said it did not ex- 
pect to sell the bonds at this time, but asked for authority to 
pledge and repledge them for short term loans. The authority 
desired was granted. The carrier, in its application said, it had 
outstanding $51,500,000 of short term notes. 





TRANSCONTINENTAL FARES CUT 


The Commission has authorized H. W. Siddall, passenger 
fare tariff publishing agent for the transcontinental lines, to cut 
passenger fares on three days’ notice with a view to meeting 
bus competition. Siddall has been authorized to file a joint 


tariff carrying lower eastbound, inland proportional, one-way, 
second class coach fares, and eastbound inland proportional 


mixed class fares, from San Farncisco to eastern destinations. 

Primarily the object of the lower fares is to wean soldiers 
and sailors who have been discharged from the service in the 
Philippines and Hawaii from traveling by bus. The tariff pub- 
lishing agent said that the soldiers and sailors were entitled to 
the best accommodations available at the lowest cost and that 
that was one object of the railroads in proposing to cut the in- 
land proportionals. The fare from San Francisco to Boston will 
be cut from $58.57 to $51.25; to Buffalo from $45.46 to $39.82; to 
Chattanooga from $38.78 to $33.95; to Memphis from $32.50 to $32; 
to New York from $53.17 to $46.55; and to Washington from 
$50.44 to $44.15. 





ILLINOIS COAL RATES 

The Commission, by means of a second supplementel order 
in No. 23130, intrastate rates on bituminous coal between points 
in Illinois, has extended that inquiry to cover rates on limp 
and fine coal from points in the Springfield, IIl., district to 
points in the Peoria switching district established by the Alton, 
which also apply via the Illinois Central, the Chicago & Illinois 
Midland and the Illinois Terminal Co., in 1930. Other railroads 
protested, according to a petition filed by them asking for this 
extension of the inquiry, but the Illinois regulating body re- 
fused to suspend the tariffs in question. Railrcads upon whose 
petition the Commission extended the inquiry said that if rates 
from the Springfield district were made on the basis of 85 per 
cent of the Holmes & Hallowell scale the rates on lump coal 
would be $1.01 a ton and if upon the scale proposed by the 
examiner who made a proposed report in this inquiry they 
would likewise be $1.01. The tariffs which the Illinois com- 
mission refused to suspend reduced a lump rate from $1.20 
to $1 and a fine coal rate from $1.06 to 86 cents. 

Examiner R. N. Trezise is to hold a hearing on the matter 
at the Sherman Hotel in Chicago, IIll., January 19. 


OPERATING AVERAGES 


The Commission has issued its ninth annual comparative 
statement, No. 31200, of operating averages of Class I steam 
railways in the United States, covering the years 1930, 1929, 
1928, 1927 and 1926, and embracing 115 pages. 
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Ocean Shipping News 


OCEAN SHIPPING DEVELOPMENTS 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


The last week has seen no let-up in the dullness that for 
some time has characterized the export grain business, barom- 
eter of the full cargo trades. A single fixture was the net 
result—that of a Swedish steamer, accomplished abroad, from 
the Atlantic Range or Gulf to Rio de Janeiro and/or Santos 
on the basis of about $2.25 for January loading. Another fix- 
ture, previously done but not reported, was from the Gulf to 
Greece for January loading, 35,000 quarters on the basis of 
13 cents. 

Freight brokers are pessimistic. Walter Moore, in his 
weekly grain freight market letter, said: ‘There is absolutely 
no interest in cargoes. They are not even mentioned. Berth 
is almost as bad, just a few stray loads here and there. Van- 
couver still has a call on what is moving and it is quite a 
sizable quantity.” 

Trading in export wheat in Chicago still continues at a 
brisk pace, however, but most of the buying is from the Pacific 
coast and moves from there in preference to the eastern ports. 

The transatlantic sugar trade showed a few fixtures, al- 
though its activity was somewhat less than the previous week. 
A 3,700-ton steamer took a cargo from Cuba to United Kingdom 
or Continent on the basis of 15s, showing rates in this direction 
as virtually unchanged. 

The West Indies time charter trade reported four fixtures, 
but general time charter trades were slow. The coal market 
was completely stagnant with nothing in sight for the imme- 
diate future. 

While the grain trade on the Atlantic Range and Gulf is 
in the doldrums, a boom in grain shipments is reported from 
Argentina. Dispatches from Buenos Aires state that in four 
days recently 300,000 tons of space was contracted for, both 
for prompt and early January shipments. It is also expected, 
the reports state, that similarly heavy grain shipments will be 
continued throughout the early part of the year. 

Prompted by the action of the Shipping Board in asking 
Congress to enact legislation giving the board authority to 
regulate intercoastal steamship rates, representatives of the 
intercoastal carriers have renewed their efforts to reach an 
agreement on stabilization of rates in the trade. Within the 
last few days the basis of an agreement appears to have been 
reached, with the probability that remaining minor details will 
be cleared up shortly. 

The framing of a scale of differentials for the slower lines, 
a fixed schedule of sailings and times of transit and allocation 
of ports of call have been among the tasks confronting the 
committee named at the Washington meeting last June for the 
purpose of setting up a new conference to replace the old 
United States Intercoastal Conference which was disbanded 
last February following repeated clashes among the members 
in regard to allocation and division of pooled receipts. R. A. 
Nicol, chairman of the committee, said he was confident the 
details of the agreement would be worked out this week. 


Pitfalls that marked the pathway of the former conference 
are expected to be avoided in the new set-up, in which differ- 
entials will take the place of pooled receipts. There has been 
talk of the posting of forfeits to guard against violations of 
the conference rates and regulations, but it is not expected that 
this will be carried out in view of the difficulties experienced 
in other conferences in enforcing penalty clauses. 


The heads of the least three of the fast freight and pas- 
senger lines have declared themselves in favor of regulation 
of rates by the government because of the impossibility of 
inducing all lines in the trade to join the conference, as well 
as because of past experience with tricky competitors. The 
latter, however, assert that the big lines have been just as 
tricky as anyone else. They also hold that, if government 
regulation is adopted as a cure, it may prove to be worse than 
the disease. 


WESTERN APPLES TO EUROPE 


Against the protests of the Pacific Coast-Européan Confer- 
ence of ship lines, the commission of Virginia and apple growers 
of the Virginias, -he Commission permitted transcontinental rail- 
roads to establish an export rate on apples from Pacific coast 
territory to north Atlantic and Gulf ports of $1.15 in place of a 





rate of $1.50, effective December 22. The objects sought by the 
railroads in making such a slash in the rate were to regain some 
of the apple traffic from steamer lines through the Panama canal 
and to afford relief to far western apple growers, who, accord- 
ing to the representations of the railroads, had an enormous 
quantity of the fruit in storage. The rate is to apply in con- 
nection with a minimum of 31,000 pounds on the shorter and 
35,000 pounds on the longer cars. The tariffs were filed on short 
notice under a sixth section permission granted by the Commis- 
sion before the protests were made. 

According to the carriers the apple traffic is now moving 
via ocean steamers from the Pacific ports through the canal. 
They pointed out that prior to 1920 all that traffic moved by rail 
while in the season of 1930-1931 about 73 per cent was going out 
in foreign bottoms and that the foreign ships were constantly 
taking a larger percentage. 

Virginia growers alleged that the low rate would prejudice 
them in their exports through New York, estimated at 8,000 car- 
loads a year. They said the rate of $1.15 would be relatively 
lower than their fifth class rate to New York for export. 

The conference steamship lines, composed of foreign ships, 
objected to the reduction on the ground that it might force them 
to reduce their rates by water and that the net result would be 
a needless sacrifice of revenue by both ship lines and railroads. 
The conference lines said that the rate would yield less than 
what the carriers had said, in the California citrus fruit case, 
was the cost of carrying that traffic from the Pacific coast to 
the eastern destinations. 

The ship lines also asserted that there was no commercial 
demand behind the proposed reduction; that they were prepared 
to meet the action of the rail carriers if the Commission allowed 


-the rate to take effect and that the result of the refusal of the 


Commission to suspend would be a needless sacrifice of $1,500,- 
000 of rail and water carrier revenue in the coming year. They 
argued that if a rate of $1.60, which was the rate prescribed in 
the California citrus fruit case, was confiscatory then a rate of 
$1.15 was much more confiscatory and would impose a much 
greater burden upon the transcontinental railroads and the trans- 
portation system of the United States as a whole. 


Pacific coast apple shippers supported the movement of the 
railroads. The International Apple Association, representing 
western shippers, declared that special measures would have to 
be taken for the apple shippers if real disaster was to be averted. 
That association declared that half of the crop had not yet been 
moved. The association asserted that with the reduced rail rate 
there would be a movement by rail and that the railroads would 
benefit thereby. 


WATER CARRIER AGREEMENTS 


The following agreements filed in compliance with section 15 
of the shipping act of 1916 were approved by the Shipping Board 
December 22: 


Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., with Los Angeles Steam- 
ship Company: Covers through shipments of canned pineapple from 
Hawaiian Islands to north Atlantic ports, with transshipment at Los 
Angeles Harbor. Through rate specified in the agreement is to be 
apportioned 39 per cent to Los Angeles and 61 per cent to Luckenbach, 
drayage charges at Los Angeles Harbor to be absorbed by the lines 
on the same basis as the through rate is apportioned. Inbound wharf- 
age at Los Angeles Harbor is to be absorbed by Los Angeles Steamship 
Company and outbound wharfage by Luckenbach. 

Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., with Bull Insular Line, Inc.: 
Arrangement for through movement of shipments of canned goods, 
dried fruit, beans and peas from Pacific Coast ports to Puerto Rico, 
with transshipment at New York. Through rates are to be based on 
direct line rates and apportioned 60 per cent to Luckenbach and 40 
per cent to Bull Insular, transfer charges at New York to be absorbed 
by the lines on the same basis as the through rates are to be appor- 
tioned. Arrangement is subject to minimum bill of lading charge 
of $6, of which the initial carrier (Luckenbach) is to receive $3.50 and 
absorb cost of transferring shipments, the remainder to accrue to Bull 
Insular Line. 

Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., with Osaka Shosen Kaisha: 
Arrangement for through shipments from United States Atlantic Coast 
ports of loading of Luckenbach to Oriental ports; the through rates 
to he same as direct line conference rates. On shipments to Oriental 
base ports through rates are to be apportioned equally between the 
lines, each of which is to absorb one-half of the cost of transshipment 
at Los Angeles. On shipments to ports other than base ports Osaka 
Shosen Kaisha is to receive the excess of the through rates over the 
rates to base ports in addition to one-half of the rates to base ports. 
The arrangement is subject to minimum proportion to Osaka of $5 
per ton to base ports after deduction of 50 per cent of transshipment 


cost. 

American-Hawaiian Steamship Company with Bermuda & West 
Indies Steamship Company, Ltd. (Furness Red Cross Line): Through 
billing arrangement covering shipments from United States Pacific 
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Coast ports to Halifax, Nova Scotia, to St. Pierre, Miquelon and St. 
John’s, Newfoundland, and to other ports of call of Furness Red Cross 
Line. Through rates are to be combination of local rates of the par- 
ticipating carriers plus cost of transshipment by lighter at New York. 
When transshipment is effected by truck American-Hawaiian is to 
assume difference in cost over cost of transshipment by lighter. 

Polish Transatlantic Shipping Company, td. (Gdynia-America 
Line), with Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd.: Covers through ship- 
ments from United States Pacific Coast ports of call of Dollar to 
designated Baltic Sea ports of call of Gdynia-America Line, with 
transshipment at New York. ‘Through rates are to bé@ based on direct 
line conference rates and are to be apportioned equally between the 
two carriers, each of which is to absorb one-half the cost of trans- 
shipment. 

The Atlantic & Caribbean Steam Navigation Company with Amer- 
ican Diamond Lines: Arrangement for through movement of ship- 
ments of tobacco stems from San Juan, Puerto Rico to Amsterdam, 
Holland, with transshipment at New York. Through rates are to be 
based on direct line conference rates and are to be apportioned three- 
sevenths to American Diamond Lines and four-sevenths to The Atlan- 
tic & Caribbean Steam Navigation Company, the latter carrier to 
assume full cost of transshipment. 

Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., with Navigazione Libera 
Triestina, S. A.: Through bill of lading arrangement in respect to 
shipments from Pacific Coast ports of call of Luckenbach to Genoa, 
Leghorn and Naples, Italy, with transshipment at New York. Through 
shipments under the agreement are to be handled on the basis estab- 
lished by the direct line conference in the trade and through rates 
are to be apportioned and cost of transshipment absorbed equally as 
between the two parties to the agreement. 

Argonaut Steamship Line, Arrow Line, American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Company, Calmar Steamship Corporation, Dimon Steamship Cor- 
poration, Dollar Steamship Company, Isthmian Steamship Company, 
Luckenbach Steamship Company, McCormick Steamship Company, 
Nelson Steamship Company, Quaker Line, Shepard Steamship Com- 
pany, Union Sulphur Company and Williams Steamship Corporation: 
Agreement between certain carriers operating vessels in the inter- 
coastal trade to maintain rate of $9 per 1000 feet board measure on 
lumber during the months of December, 1931, and January, 1932, in 
accordance with memorandum of previous agreement between the 
same parties approved by the board November 18. The parties also 
undertake not to quote, book or agree to freight lumber up to January 
31, 1932, for shipment during the month of February, 1932, at less than 
$9.50 per 1000 feet board measure, and agree that the rate on shingles 
for shipment during the month of February, 1932, is to be 55 cents 
per 100 lbs. 


Agreements Modified 

Bull Insular Line, Inc., with Compagnie Francaise de Navigation 
a Vapeur, Spanish Transatlantic Line and Ybarra Line: Modifies 
agreement between Bull Insular Line, Inc., and Compagnie Francaisé 
de Navigation a Vapeur, Spanish Royal Mail Line and Ybarra Line, 
approved by the board July 9, 1929, which provided for through ship- 
ments from Spanish ports of call of the three trans-Atlantic carriers 
to San Juan and other Puerto Rican ports served by Bull Insular Line, 
Inc., through rates being based on direct line rates and apportioned 
three-sevenths to the originating carrier and four-sevenths to Bull 
Insular Line, the latter absorbing cost of transshipment at New York. 
The modification is submitted to record change of the name of the 
Spanish Royal Mail Line to Spanish Transatlantic Line in the memo- 
randum of agreement on file. No change in ports, in the basis or 
apportionment of the through rates or in the absorption of transship- 
ment charges, as shown in the present agreement, is effected. 

Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., with Fabre Line: Board 
approval modifies agreement between the same carriers covering 
through shipments from United States Pacific Coast ports of call of 
Luckenbach Line to designated Mediterranean ports, with transship- 
ment at New York; through rates being based on direct line rates and 
apportioned equally between the two lines, each of which absorbs one- 
half of cost of transshipment. The modification includes in the agree- 
ment on file shipments to the ports of Lisbon, Oporto, Bizerte, Bone, 
Mostaganem and Philippeville, all other terms of the agreement to 
continue as heretofore in effect. 


DRIED FRUIT IN FIBER CONTAINERS 


“The first shipment of American dried fruit packed in fiber- 
board cases that has ever been received in Hamburg and, it is 
believed, the first consignment of the kind to reach Germany, 
arrived at that port on November 8, 1931, according to a report 
from Consul Lester L. Schnare, Hamburg, made public by the 
Department of Commerce,” says a statement issued by the de- 
partment. “It consisted of 500 cases, each containing 12.5 kilo 
(26% pounds) net of California raisins. 

“The shipment arrived in very good condition. When ex- 
amined in the warehouse at the dock only one box showed evi- 
dence of rough handling, but that was still in perfectly good 
condition for forwarding to the interior. 

“There is only a limited sale of dried fruit in small cartons 
in Germany, owing to the expense involved in using this pack- 
ing and the high price at which it must be sold, and no dried 
fruit is imported in this form of packing. One or two firms 
in southern Germany are fairly well known to the trade as 
packers of dried fruit in this form, and small amounts are put 
up for the large cooperative sales organizations; but it is not 
generally sold in retail stores and is regarded as a luxury. 

“Prunes are most frequently packed in cartons, generally 
after having the pits removed. In this form they are usually 
eaten without cooking, like candied fruit. Mixed fruits also 
are packed in this manner and may be eaten as they are, but 
are generally cooked.” 


SHIP LOANS AUTHORIZED 


The Shipping Board has approved the application of the 
Waterman Steamship Corporation, a corporation of Alabama, for 
loans from the construction loan fund, to be used in the remod- 
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eling, improving and equipping the Afoundria, Maiden Creek, 
West Hika and Topa Topa, a separate loan to be made on each 
vessel not to exceed three-fourths of the cost and not to exceed 
$58,545.75 each on the Afoundria and Maiden Creek, and $54,- 
544.25 each on the West Hika and Topa Topa. 

These vessels on which the remodeling and improving is 
proposed are part of the fleet which operates as the Mobile 
Oceanic Line, which was sold by the Shipping Board to the 
Waterman Steamship Corporation under sales agreement dated 
September 14, 1931. The vessels will be required to remain 
documented under the laws of the United States for a period of 
twenty years after completion of reconditioning, and must con- 
tinue in the service of the Mobile Oceanic Line. 


OCEAN PETROLEUM RATES 
The Bureau of Regulation of the Shipping Board will hold 
a hearing in No. 72, Atlantic Refining Co. vs. Ellerman & Buck- 
nall Steamship Co., Ltd., involving rates on petroleum products 
to African ports, in Room 627, 45 Broadway, New York City, 
January 13. 


AIR AND OCEAN MAIL CONTRACTS 


The Senate has agreed to resolutions offered by Senator 
McKellar, of Tennessee, calling on the Postmaster General to 
furnish to the Senate detailed information with respect to air 
mail and ocean mail contracts. 


SALE OF SHIPPING LINES 
The Shipping Board announced December 22 it had taken 
action to cooperate with the Postmaster General in arranging 
the sale of the America-France Line operated by the Cosmopoli- 
tan Shipping Company and of the American Republics Line op- 
erated by C. M. Sprague & Son, Inc. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WATERWAYS 


The Secretary of War has approved the following allotments 
for river and harbor work: Kanawha River, W. Va., fer com- 
mencement of work on landward lock at Marmet, W. Va., 
$65,000; Buffalo district, N. Y., for examinations, surveys and 
contingencies, $28,000; and Huntington district, W. Va., for 
examinations, surveys and contingencies, $20,000. 








AIRWAY BULLETINS IN NEW FORM 


The aeronautics branch of the Department of Commerce 
has discontinued the publication of loose-leaf airway bulletins, 
and is issuing instead two publications which, it is believed, will 
be of greater service to airmen, aircraft operators and others 
interested in information pertaining to cross-country air travel, 
according to Clarence M. Young, Assistant Secretary of Com- 
merce for Aeronautics, who adds: 


The first of the two new bulletins, airway bulletin No. 1, ‘“‘general 
airway information,’’ which is profusely illustrated, contains a wealth 
of basic and current information pertaining to the aids to air navi- 
gation established and operating on the federal airways system and 
other basic data of interest and value to airmen. 

The second publication, airway bulletin No. 2, ‘descriptions of 
airports and landing fields in the United States,’’ carries accurate 
and current descriptions of all airports and landing fields in the 
United States of record with the department of commerce, including 
information as to their location with respect to the communities 
served. These descriptions are arranged alphabetically by states to 
facilitate ready reference. 

The loose-leaf bulletins have been increasing very rapidly and 
are becoming more and more difficult to handle and keep current. 
In one type of ring binder, the complete set now occupies six volumes. 
Therefore, it was decided to publish the information heretofore covered 
by the loose-leaf airway bulletins, in addition to other subjects not 
previously touched upon, in two octavo size (5% inches by 9% inch) 
publications. 

Owing to their compact and convenient size, the new airway 
bulletins can readily be carried in aircraft where they will be avail- 
able for reference and use in the air as well as on the ground. The 
new arrangement also enables greater circulation of complete in- 
formation regarding the air navigation facilities of the United States 
to airports, clubs, libraries and other organizations interested in main- 
taining detailed data on this subject. 


WORLD AVIATION PROGRESS 


Extensive developments in air transportation have been 
carried on in many foreign countries in the last few months, 
according to consular reports made public by the Commerce 
Department. These reports indicate that operating companies 
are consolidating their positions and, in many instances, im. 
proving the type of service offered to the public. 

The American firm operating a weekly air mail, passenger 
and express service between Brazilian coast cities and Miami 
is extending this service to Montevideo and Buenos Aires. 

Swiss authorities report considerable increase in activity 
in connection with the air lines to and from Switzerland. The 
Swiss Air Office reports that in the 1931 season, there were 
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AS HUMID AS AUGUST OR 
AS FROSTY AS DECEMBER 


NEW YORK 


hippers and receivers of freight 

know that certain commodities 
are affected in various ways by un- 
controlled temperature and humidity, 
either from within or without. But with 
the introductions of modern appliances 
to regulate heat and moisture, the 
Norfolk and Western Railway placed 
huge sections of its modern ware- 
houses at the Port of Norfolk (Lam- 
bert Point), Va., under temperature 
and humidity control. These devices 
are of the latest type and have, 
throughout the year, effectively de- 
monstrated their value. Be the weather 
as humid as August or as frosty as 
December, a touch on the controls 


produces the temperature desired. Your 
cargo, after storage at the Port of 
Norfolk, comes on the market in the 
pink of condition. 

Moreover, the freight handling 
facilities of the Norfolk and Western 
Railway at Norfolk include every tested 
modern device for the quick, safe, eco- 
nomical transfer of freight from car to 
ship and vice versa. Its dependable 
trains arrive and depart “on time’- and 
its services to shippers and receivers 
of freight are humanized by an inten- 
sively trained personnel; and charac- 
terized by modern freight-carrying 


equipment and adequate power. 


Representatives of the railway’s Foreign Freight Department, lo- 


cated in the cities shown below, will welcome an opportunity to 


aid you - and to inform you as to rates, routes and service. 





NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY 


FOREIGN FREIGHT DEPARTMENT 


NORFOLK 


CHICAGO 


CINCINNATI 


SAN FRANCISCO 
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18 new commercial pilots, licensed and 129 others licensed, in- 
cluding training and sport, were issued. 

Reports from informed interests in Jerusalem state that 
plans for a number of far-reaching changes in the Imperial Air. 
way Service to take effect soon are now well under way. The 
England-India and the England-Africa air mails are to be made 
completely independent of each other and are to function in 
the future as separate services, the reports indicate. 

The Imperial Airways has increased the number of de. 
partures from London to two weekly. The Saturday departure 
is for India via Europe, Cyprus, Palestine and Irak. The Wednes- 
day departure is for Central Africa, via Europe, Crete, Egypt 
and the Sudan. 


MOTOR TRUCK REGULATION 


Editor The Traffic World: 

I have followed with interest reports in The Traffic World 
of meetings addressed by railroad executives and must confess 
that I am much confuged on account of the conflicting opinions 
expressed in respect to regulating the motor truck. 

It appears to me that each railroad has its own idea as 
to how this should be accomplished, and is influenced to be 
reasonable or drastic in its viewpoint according to the degree 
of its competition with the motor truck. 

It is only natural that our opinions on any subject are 
colored by how a particular thing affects us personally, or how 
we think it affects us; therefore, we must realize that the prob. 
lem is never going to be solved by prejudiced parties and that. 
before we can form an unprejudiced opinion, we must come 
to some agreement as to what are the fundamental facts and 
unite on some plan that will be legal, practical, and enforceable. 

In considering regulation, it must be recognized that the 
railroads were peculiarly adapted for governmental control of 
rates and services. All were common carriers. It was not a 
question of regulating one type of rail carrier, leaving another 
type outside the scope of regulation. All could be included 
under the same form of control. 

If the problem were simply one of regulating the common 
carrier truck, the solution would not be so perplexing. The 
great practical difficulty arises when an attempt is made to 
enact a specific regulatory measure which will include the 
private and contract carrier, which are in direct competition 
with the common carrier truckman, as well as with the railroads. 

There are only two types of power over the motor truck 
which the state may assert: (1) That arising from the public 
control of the highways in the interest of preserving their 
condition and the safety of the public, and (2) the power to 
regulate the business of the carrier by reason of the nature of 
that business. 

The first is the so-called police power governing speed, 
height, and length of vehicle bodies, weight limitations, reg- 
istration, licensing, insurance, etc., and may be imposed on 
all who own and operate a motor vehicle, in the interest of 
public safety. The second is the power to regulate the rates 
and services of a business by reason of the fact that such 
enterprise is affected with a public interest. 

The significant requirement of the law as to what consti- 
tutes a business affected with a public interest is that the prop- 
erty shall be devoted to a public use. 


The question is squarely presented, therefore, as to whether 
a private carrier, or a contract carrier, as distinguished from 
a common carrier truck, is a business so affected with public 
interest as to come under the power of the state to regulate 
rates and services. 

Reference to many court decisions shows that those com- 
panies coming under the power of the state to regulate rates 
and services have had conferred on them by the state, monopo- 
listic, or semi-monopolistic, priilegves with exclusive or semi- 
exclusive rights of occupancy of the field in which they operate, 
Common carriers, gas and electric, water companies, and other 
public utilities are obvious examples. 

A private or contract carrier does not deal with the public 
generally. He does not hold himself out to carry for all who 
require his services. He transports only for whom he chooses, 
making contracts, as in any other business, for an individual 
transaction, or a group of transactions. He has had no privi- 
lege conferred on him by the state that makes it his duty to 
serve all the public. 

To argue that such a business is one devoted to a public 
use would be contrary to the test required by law and the 
distinction which the Supreme Court of the United States made 
in the case of Michigan Public Utilities Commission vs. Duke, 
266 U. S. 570, 45 Sup. Ct. 191, when it said: “Plaintiff is a 
private carrier * * *,. He does not undertake to carry for 
the public and does not devote his property to any public use.” 

Some states, in an attempt to control and regulate the mo- 
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tor truck, have passed laws declaring all motor carriers for 
hire to be common carriers, thereby projecting the private and 
contract carrier into a system of regulation which has hitherto 
only been applied to a public utility. The Supreme Court of 
the United States found this to be unconstitutional. 

In the Duke case the court said: 


It is beyond the power of the state by legislative fiat to convert 
property used exclusively in the business of a private carrier into 
a public utility * * * for that would be taking private property for 
public use without just compensation, which no state can do con- 
sistently with the due process of law clause of the Fourteen Amend- 
ment. 


In the case of Frost vs. Railway Commission of California, 
271, U. S. 583, 46 Sup. Ct. 605, the Supreme Court of the United 
States declared that the state did not possess the power to 
compel a private carrier to assume the duties and burdens of 
a common carrier against his will. 

These decisions indicate clearly that a private or contract 
carrier is affected with a public interest only in so far as public 
order and safety are concerned, and can be regulated only in 
this respect. This has been recognized by some railroad ex- 
ecutives. 

Ralph Budd, president of the Great Northern, in an address 
before the Des Moines Chamber of Commerce, said no way had 
been found to bring under regulation as to rates and services 
the highway traffic handled by private and contract carriers. 

J. F. Deasey, vice-president of the Pennsylvania, testifying 
before the Commission, March 4, 1931, said: 


Difficult and important legal questions are involved in the opera- 
tion of motor trucks. For example, what constitutes a common car- 
rier, and how far a private carrier may be regulated? 


It strikes me that Mr. Deasey has hit the nail squarely on 
the head. There is much confusion in decisions of our state 
courts on this question. Some hold that a common carrier 
cannot escape the consequences of his status by making sep- 
arate contracts with each of his customers, while others main- 
tain that the fact of operation under several contracts with 
different customers does not destroy the carrier’s private status. 

How many customers a private or contract carrier may 
have under contracts before abandoning his private status and 
be held to be serving the public is a very difficult question to 
determine, and without doubt must depend largely on the facts 
surrounding each operation, but, until these questions are defi- 
nitely passed on by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
no practical legislation can be enacted. 


This viewpoint is supported by the statement made by the 
Commission in its annual report, wherein it said: 


Common carrier truck lines are important, but not the most im- 
portant, factor in motor truck transportation. There are a much 
greater number of trucks which do not operate as common carriers 
but contract for the performance of specific transportation, as occas- 
sion permits, or which are operated exclusively by and for their own- 
ers, the latter usually being large industries or business houses. To 
what extent the operations of these motor trucks which are not com- 
mon carriers can lawfully be subjected to public regulation is a ques- 
tion which cannot yet be answered with any certainty. 


The power of the state or federal government to regulate 
the rates and services of the common carrier truck cannot be 
questioned. The law is well settled on this point, but, unless 
the rates and services of the private carrier for hire and the 
contract carrier can be regulated in exactly the same manner 
as the common carrier truckman, nothing will be accomplished 
by regulating the common carrier truck, because such carrier 
can very easily withdraw from serving the public indiscrimi- 
nately and arrange to transport only for whom he chooses. 


Mr. Deasey pointed this out in his testimony before the 
Commission. He said: 


To require a common carrier truckman to operate under a frozen 
rate structure so handicaps him in competition with other truckers 
for hire that one of two things is likely to happen. (1) Either he 
himself abandons his common carrier status and becomes a private 
carrier, or (2) he evades his tariffs by some form of subterfuge. 


In Michigan there is a law regulating the common carrier 
truckman. They are required to secure a certificate to operate 
and to file their rates and services, and what happened? Rob- 
ert H. Dunn, of the Michigan Public Utilities Commission, 
speaking: 

Certificated operators now renewing their permits are paying fees 
on only three or four motor units, whereas previously they paid fees 
on fifty or sixty pieces each. This means that the state will receive 
only a small portion of what it has received by way of permit fees 
from common carrier truck permit holders. Only a few small com- 


mon carrier operators will remain, while there will be large increase 
in the number of contract carriers. 


Several large trucking companies now doing a common car- 
rier business in Michigan say they cannot continue as common 
carriers under permit under present competitive conditions and 
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that, unless something is done to control the private and con- 
tract carrier trucks, they will be compelled to go into the 
contract carrying business in order to save their capital invest- 
ment. 

Until the railroads as a group, or a large majority of them, 
recognize the legal and economic difficulties involved in regu- 
lating the motor truck, stop the efforts made to throttle highway 
transportation, and agree among themselves on some plan that 
is practical and in the interest of all concerned, they cannot 
make much progress in solving the problem. With such an 
example, other organizations will also take a selfish position 
and unite to defend and safeguard any advantage they may feel 
they possess. 

The fact that the Commission has put this question up to 
Congress to develop the facts proves that the platform of The 
Traffic World has been in advance of general opinion, and par- 
ticularly of railroad opinion, which has not, so far as I have 
read, given any support to your efforts to create some inde- 
pendent body to set forth the facts without bias. 

It is well to believe that, ultimately, the motor truck and 
the railroad will each find the field in which it can most eco- 
nomically and efficiently serve the public. A little less selfish- 
ness on the part of the railroads; a little more desire to look 
beyond their own situation; a little more attempt to agree 
among themselves; a little more sincere eagerness to supply 
the type of service the shipping public needs and demands; a 


‘little more desire to cooperate with the trucking interests, and 


the thing may come to pass. 

Let us hope that one day all interests will be happy in a 
wise solution of the problem, and though this day should never 
dawn, to hope for it cannot be wrong. 

The Fisk Tire Company, Inc., 
By A. D. Phillips, Traffic Manager. 
Chicopee Falls, Mass., Dec. 18, 1931. 


PULLMAN SERVICE ON DISPLAY 








In cooperation with the Pullman Company, the Pennsylvania 
Railroad has placed stationary exhibits of Pullman accommoda- 
tions in the Pennsylvania Station, New York, and Union Sta- 
tion, Chicago. Experience of the railroad in connection with 
recent excursions featuring reduced rates for both Pullman 
accommodations and railroad fare brought out the fact that 
as high as seventy-five per cent of the excursionists had never 
seen the inside of a sleeping car before, and had only the 
“faintest idea” of its arrangement, it is stated. This led to 
the displays at Chicago and New York, one view of the latter 
being shown in the accompanying illustration. Displays are 
to be set up in other stations also. - 


ATLANTIC STATES BOARD 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Railroads are ready to establish store-door delivery and 
pick-up in New York, according to an announcement at the 
annual meeting of the Atlantic States Shippers’ Advisory Board, 
December 18. The announcement Was made by J. W. Roberts, 
assistant vice-president of the Pennsylvania, who said the rail- 
roads were willing to start the service as soon as rates could 
be agreed on by the carriers and the shippers. 
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He submitted a schedule of proposed rates that would be 
imposed in addition to the regular freight rates, but they were 
not available for publication in view of the fact that they are 
to be the subject of a conference between the shippers’ com- 
mittee and the railroad executives at a meeting December 29, 
when it is hoped that they may be straightened out to the satis- 
faction of all concerned. 

Some shippers present, who commented on the proposed 
rates, thought they were too high, but it was thought possible 
that they would be cut. The use of the store-door delivery sys- 
tem will be entirely voluntary, under the plans. Whether the 
service will be provided through the Railway Express Agency 
or private trucking companies was not made known. 

A. J. Brosseau, president of Mack Trucks, Inc., and vice- 
president of the National Automobile Chamber of Commerce, 
who spoke at the board luncheon on “How Motor Trucks and 
Railroads, Through Coordination of Effort Can Best Serve the 
Transportation Needs of the Country,” said transportation was 
a commodity, and it would be sold by the agency—whether rail, 
highway, water or air—that best suits the customer. 

“Neither the railroad men nor the truck manufacturers will 
decide how transportation services will be developed,” he de- 
clared. Likening the railroad to a factory which produces trans- 
portation, he complimented the rail carriers on the production 
of “the best long-distance land transportation the world has ever 
seen.” Railroad equipment is not, however, adapted to handle 
less-than-carload traffic which clutters terminals and interferes 
with traffic on the line, he held. 

“American railroad statistics for 1930,’ he said, “show that 
26 per cent of the cars loaded with revenue freight were used 
to carry the I. c. 1. freight, which was only 2.6 per cent of the 
total tonnage and which returned only 10 per cent of the total 
freight revenue. As an industrialist, I have no hesitancy in say- 
ing that no manufacturer can prosper if he devotes 26 per cent 
of his factory capacity to sell 2.5 per cent of his goods at a price 
high enough to amount to 10 per cent of his gross business.” 

Officers were elected as follows: C. L. Hilleary, traffic man- 
ager, F. W. Woolworth Company, general chairman; P. W. Moore, 
Queensborough Chamber of Commerce, alternate general chair- 
man; C. R. MacCarey, Philadelphia, second alternate chairman; 
D. R. Crotsley, general secretary; A. G. Warren, secretary. 

H. E. Stringer, of Washington, chairman the last year, got 
a silver pitcher as an acknowledgment of his work. 
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Shipping Decisions 

Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1931, by West Publishing Co.) 
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(District Court, E. D. Pennsylvania.) Generally, in United 
States, unless otherwise stipulated, prepaid freight must be 
refunded on non-arrival of goods.—The Fredensbro, 52 Fed. Rep. 
(2d) 854. 

If voyage is interrupted by peril of sea damaging vessel, 
shipowner has reasonable time for repairs and has lien on cargo 
for earning of freight. 

Shipowner has lien on cargo for earning of freight, and has 
right to carry cargo forward by his vessel or some other con- 
veyance and deliver it and receive his full freight.—Ibid. 

Where ship was sunk, wetting coal, court could not pre- 
sume that shipowner, being willing to resume voyage to earn 
freight, would not provide ventilation to guard against spon- 
taneous combustion.—Ibid. 

Respecting right to freight, whether shipowner repaired 
damaged vessel within reasonable time could not be measured 
by time actually consumed, since sale of cargo removed reason 
for hastening repairs.—Ibid. 

Libelant had burden of proving right to return of freight 
money.—Ibid. 


NEW RAILROAD PLANNED 


The Denver Pacific Railroad Company has filed an applica- 
tion with the Commission for authority to build an eight hun- 
dred mile railroad from Denver, Colo., to San Pedro Harbor, 
Calif., to open up new territory and to shorten the distance by 
rail to the Orient. The application, finance No. 9087, is signed 
by Colman Crenshaw, president, of Salt Lake City, Utah. The 
company was incorporated under the laws of Delaware last 
September, according to the application, and is not connected 
with any other railroad company. Members of Congress from 
Salt Lake City said they did not know Crenshaw. 
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an 
Peoria Gateway : 
# i) + 
Combine fast line-haul | | 7G Nii 
service with prompt hs isl: 
terminal handling. 


Many shippers have 
found relief from traffic 
worries by routing via 
Peoria Gateway. 


Switching charges ab- 
sorbed. Postalcard pass- 
ing reports furnished. 


PEORIA AND PEKIN UNION RAILWAY 


Inquiries Solicited, Address E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager, Union Station, Peoria, Illinois 











POMEL MOTE NS? 


PAGE 1410 





Questions and Answers 


NM this celuma will be answered questions ef beth legal and practical 
mature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
whe is a member of our legal department, will give 
opinion simple question relating to the law of interstate 
transportation ef freight. traffic man of Lm | experience and wide knowl- 
edge will answer questions rela to practi traffic problems. We do not 
desire te take the place of the traffic man but to help him in his work. 
The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer tc a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Trafic Service Corporation, Mills Building, ashington, D. C. 
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Liability of Shipper to Repay to Carrier Charges Advanced 
When Consignee Fails to Accept Shipment 

New York.—Question: In 1929 we shipped to Denver, Colo., 
on an I, T. entry, two cases of glassware which had been im- 
ported from Florence, Italy, but which was entered at Denver 
Customs House. We routed shipment via B. & O., specifying no 
routing beyond. Shipment moved into Denver over the D. & R. 
G. R. R. The B. & O. advanced inbound charges to us and billed 
Same forward against the consignee. Consignee failed to accept 
shipment and same was placed in general storage by the cus- 
toms department. Receipts from the sale covered only govern- 
ment costs. Delivering carrier failed to notify us that shipment 
was not delivered to consignee until October, 1931. The B. & 
O. then asked us to repay the charges it had advanced to us, 
Stating that the D. & R. G. was calling on it for this amount. 
We are unable to collect these charges from our Florentine 
shipper and, therefore, contend we are not obligated to pay the 
B. & O.. We had no dealings whatever with the D. & R. G. 

Even though the shipment was in bond, the burden lay 
either with the B. & O. or the D. & R. G. to give us notice within 
a reasonable time in order to prevent the material from going 
to general storage and sale. Surely eighteen months after ar- 
rival of the goods at destination and after the payment of 
advance charges to us, there is no cause for action against us 
by the railroad. 

Answer: When the origin carrier advances charges to the 
shipper it bills the same against the shipment, but before de- 
livering the shipment to a connecting line it exacts credit from 
the connecting line for the amount of the advances, and the 
connecting line bills them against the shipment and expects to 
collect them from the consignee. Failing to collect from the 
consignee, it looks to the origin line for reimbursement. The 
origin line in turn looks to the shipper. This is an arrange- 
ment for the accommodation of shippers, whereby they may get 
their money at once from the consignee, the carrier being out- 
standing until the consignee pays or the consignor repays. 

The general rule is that the delivering carrier must notify 
the consignor if the consginee fails to accept a shipment, and 
that failure to do so will make it liable for any damages sus- 
tained by the sipper as a result of such failure. Such damages, 
however, must have beer within the reasonable contemplation 
of the parties at the time of shipment. You do not claim that 
you were damaged by the failure of the carrier to notify you, 
but simply contend that because you cannot collect these ad- 
vances from either your foreign shipper or the consignee at 
Denver, the carrier cannot re-collect the amount you were ad- 
vanced. Under the law the carrier is required to collect its 
charges, and, further, it is not permitted to advance moneys 
to shippers without reimbursing itself. We cannot see that the 
carriers are interested in any way in your inability to pass 
this burden to other parties. Further, the facts given do not 
indicate that had the carriers given you notice of the consignee’s 
failure to accept you woild not have remitted this amount to 
your shipper in Italy. If that be true, we do not see wherein 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 7 of the Classification 


Connecticut.—Question: I would appreciate your opinion, 
together with reference to any Commission ruling or coure de- 
cision on the following subject: 

A shipper orders a car from carrier A for a shipment des- 
tined to a point on carrier B. This car is to be covered by 
an order bill of lading. Upon referring to his tariffs and before 
signing the bill of lading, the balling agent discovers that the 
destination shown on same is a prepay station. Can the billing 


agent refuse to accept this bill of lading and request the shipper 
to furnish one reading to an adjacent open station, using as 
his authority rule 7 of Consolidated Freight Classification No. 6. 
In other words, does rule 7 prohibit the showing of a prepay 
station on a bill of lading as the destination of a shipment? 
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Answer: Under the provisions of rule 7 of the classifica- 
tion, if the notify party is located at a prepay station, the 
shipment must be billed to an adjacent open station. 

There is no provision in rule 7 for consigning an “order 
notify” shipment to a prepay station with instructions to notify 
the carrier had injured you, even though it did not notify you. 
the “notify party’ at an open station, and the statement in the 
fifth paragraph precludes this manner of handling by reason of 
the statement of the conditions under which bills covering ship- 
ments consigned to one point, notify a party at another point, 
may be issued. 

While there is no provision for nor against consigning an 
order notify shipment to a prepay station with instructions to 
notify the “notify party” at the same station, yet, inasmuch 
as there is no means for notifying a party located at a prepay 
station, the carrier will not issue such a bill of lading, even 
though the language of the first paragraph of rule 7 does not 
prohibit. Furthermore, rule 7 requires the surrender of the 
original order bill of lading before delivery of the property, 
except under the conditions specified therein. 


Payment of Charges in United States Currency 


Minnesota.—Question: Since October 1, 1931, the charge 
on traffic to Canada from the states is increased by a surcharge 
fixed bi-weekly. 

While there are numerous decisions of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission affecting the money collectible, it seems 
established that they maintain jurisdiction only over charges 
accruing to American carriers. I have located none that seem 
applicable to shipments originating in Canada, passing through 
the states to Canadian destinations. However, the principle 
established in Payment of Charges, 59 I. C. C. 263, tends to 
conservation of the earnings of American carriers. 

In Koine vs. Michigan Central, 83 I. C. C. 407, the Com- 
mission regarded tariffs as filed with them as determining the 
character of money collectible. 

We are concerned with movements from Canada through 
the United States to Canada under joint through rates, both 
continuous movements, and those that are accorded transit at 
United States points. 

What is your opinion as to charges on shipments from 
Canada, through the United States to Canada under joint 
through rates? These tariffs are not on file with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Are the charges collectible in Cana- 
dian or United States funds? 

As to charges originating in Canada, accorded a transit 
privilege in the States, all the surcharge attach to only such 
factors in the through rate as are on file with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission? It sould be understood that there are 
no specific rates to destinations served that are filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission under which transit is avail- 
able. You probably understand that Canadian carriers respect 
the lowest factor on international traffic, whether on file with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission or not. 

Your views with regard to the above will be appreciated. 

Answer: There is no decision of the Commission specifi- 
cally in point, but based upon the findings of the Commission 
in Oswego vs. B. & O. R. Co., 151 I. C. C. 717, and the preceding 
cases cited therein, in which the question of the jurisdiction 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission over traffic moving 
between points in foreign countries through the United States 
was involved, we are of opinion that, at least as to through 
traffic moving on joint through rates, charges may be paid in 
Canadian currency, the currency of the country in which the 
contract of shipment was entered into between shipper and 
carrier. 

As to through shipments or transit shipments on which 
separate and distinct rates are charged for the portion of the 
transportation within the United States, we are inclined to the 
opinion that carriers may demand payment of charges for that 
portion of the haul within the United States in United States 
currency, on the grounds that were the basis of the decision 
in Payment of Charges in United States Currency, 59 I. C. C. 263. 

As to transit shipments movinng on joint through rates 
not filed with the Interstate Commerce Commission, our opinion 
is that payment may be made in Canadian currency, there being 
no tariff requirement that charges must be paid in the lawful 
money of the United States, as in the instance which was the 
subject of the decision of the Commission in Koine vs. M. C. 
R. R. Co., 83 I. C. C. 407. 

Tariff Interpretation—Conflicting Rates 


Massachusetts.—Question: On page 1442 of the June 13, 
1931, Traffic World, under the title, “Tariff Interpretation— 
Conflicting Rates,’ sent in by Minnesota subscriber, you quote 
the Commission as stating in Walb Construction Company vs. 
Cc. & N. W. Ry. Co., 142 I. C. C. 623, that where two rates be- 
tween the same points are effective in two different tariffs and 
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| Sire of the Katy 
Railroad across the 


trackless prairies of Oklahoma and Texas in 1872 
was the signal for the migration of thousands of 
forward-looking men and women from the north, 
east and middle west. They knew that develo 
ment would follow the railroad and that depend- 
able transportation would cause the Southwest 
to become a veritable Land of Opportunity. 


Today, in all parts of these two states and the 
adjoining ones, descendents of those sturdy 
pioneers ‘‘carry on’’ in the same fine spirit 
that inspired their forefathers. And, like their 
forefathers, they regard the Katy as their railroad. 


Countless sons and grandsons of the men who 
settled Texas and Oklahoma depend upon the 
Katy, as did their fathers and grandfathers, to 
safely transport their products to market. Thus 
long Katy trains are in motion every hour of 
the day and night, speeding to mills, elevators 
and ships, the Council supply of golden grain 
harvested from the broad, forile acres that, save 
for the railroad, would never have felt the plow. 


The Southwest knows and appreciates the Katy 
not only for the part it has played in Southwest- 
ern development and for the work it is doing to- 
day in maintaining efficient, dependable service, 


W. A. Springall, General Grain Traffic Representative—M. K. T. Lines, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
eee eee ee 





his first wheat on theZ 4 
Katy 60 years ago” 
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but for the splendid way it has kept faith with 
its patrons, generation after generation. 


Much of the high regard in which the Katy is 
held is due to a realization that it is pledged 
toa rag 4 of progressiveness, that it stands for 
growth, development and advancement and that 
it has never lost and will never lose the friendly, 
helpful and cooperative spirit that has actuated it 
from the day the first Katy wood burning loco- 
motive chugged its way across Old Indian Ter- 
ritory into the Lone Star State. 









PRESIDENT, 
Missouri-Kansase 
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neither rate is canceled, the prior as to time of establishment 
is applicable rate, citing Tompkins-Summers Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. Ry. Co., 120 I. C. C. 677. 

It may be that we are wrong, but somewhere in The Traffic 
World, during the months of June or July, we were of the opinion 
that the Commission had reversed this principle and now de- 
clared that the last rate made effective was the legal rate to 
be used. We remember reading the case when it came out in 
loose leaf and thought we had it catalogued in our index file, but 
do not seem to be able to locate it at present. 

We would appreciate your advice on this. 

Answer: In a notice dated July 22, 1931, the Commission 
stated that while it haci heretofore held that where the rate 
between two points has been established it becomes the legal 
rate until properly canceled and, that where a different rate 
of like kind between the same two points via the same route is 
filed in another tariff without cancellation of the original rate 
between such points, such later rate does not become effective, 
it had, in the light of the decision in C. I. & L. Ry. Co. vs. 
International Milling Co., 33 Fed. (2d) 636, affirmed in 43 Fed. 
(2d) 93, informally ruled on Jan. 13, 1931, that the lowest charge 
resulting from the application of either of the two rates is the 
applicable charge to be made on shipments moving during the 
life of the two rates. 

This ruling is, of course, subsequent to the answer to which 
you refer. 

Delay—Liability of Carrier 

Maine.—Question: A small shipment of one barrel of bridge 
bolts was made from this city to New York, and upon arrival 
at destination the bolts were. found not to conform to blue- 
print specifications from which the bolts were made. 

Accordingly, the consignee demanded that the consignor 
accept the prepared bolts in return movement and re-machine 
them to exact specifications. 

The shipment was returned to this city with the request 
that changes be effected immediately and corrected goods re- 
turned to New York. 

The original shippers of this city were extremely anwious 
to receive the return shipment from New York and called by 
telephone the local office of one of the rail carriers entering 
the city. That agent’s office in turn made telegraph tracer, en- 
deavoring to locate the shipment, learning from the agent at 
the first junction point that the barrel of returned bolts prob- 
ably left that junction point in one of. two cars, carded for this 
destination, but upon arrival of the two cars here the shipment 
was not in either car. It is the original shipper’s or manu- 
facturer’s contention that as his company was told by the local 
railroad agent that the shipment did not arrive in either of 
the two cars which should have brought it back to this des- 
tination, and that they could not locate the shipment, the com- 
pany was justified in duplicating the order. 

The inference, at least, was given by the carrier’s local 
agent that, inasmuch as shipment was lost, there was nothing 
to do but that the manufacturer or original shipper should make 
a duplicate order. This was done and the manufacturer has 
entered a claim against the local carrier based solely on the 
fact that that carrier’s agent stated their inability to locate 
the return shipment and that they did not know when it would 
arrive in this city. 

The carrier has respectfully declined the claim on the 
grounds that even though the shipment was twelve days in 
transit in this short movement, they were not obligated under 
the bill of lading contract, particularly where no notation was 
made that it was a rush shipment, to return the goods to this 
city at any specific time. 

I would greatly appreciate your opinion as to whether or 
not this claim is legal and properly payable. 

Answer: Under the decision of the Supreme Court in C. & 
A. vs. Kirby, 225 U. S. 155, a carrier may not, except under 
a tariff which provides for rates based upon deliveries within 
a specified time, contract to deliver goods at a specified time. 
This case does not, however, hold that a carrier may not be 
held liable in damages, either ordinary damages or special dam- 
ages, for unreasonable delay to goods, but it does hold that, ex- 
cept under proper tariff provisions, the contract to deliver 
within a specified time is void, as constituting discrimination 
in favor of a particular shipper. 

For unreasonable delay in the transportation of goods the 
shipper is entitled to recover the difference between the market 
value of the goods at the time and place at which delivery 
should have been made, and their market value when delivery 
was actually made. 

Delay in delivery of the goods, even though it is such as 
to render the carrier liable, does not constitute conversion, and 
the person entitled to the goods cannot on that account refuse 
to receive them and sue for the full value. Buston vs. Pa. R. 
Co., 116 Fed. 235; St. Louis, etc., R. Co. vs. Dreyfus, 132 P. 491; 
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Hackett vs. B. C. & M. C. R. Co., 35 N. H. 390; Fishman vs. 
Platt, 90 N. Y. S. 354; Chesapeake, etc., R. Co. vs. Saulsburg, 
103 S. W. 254; Spalding vs. Chicago, etc., R. Co., 75 S. W. 274. 

The carrier’s liability is to compensate for the damages 
growing out of the delay, and not for loss; and the remedy of 
the party entitled to the goods is to sue for the damages he 
has sustained by reason of the delay. Moody vs. Southern Ry. 
Co., 60 S. E. 711; Southern Express Co. vs. Hanaw, 67 S. E. 944. 
This, as a rule, is the difference between their market value 
at the time they should have been delivered and when they were 
delivered, with interest, from the former date, less the freight, 
if unpaid. E. T. V. & G. Ry. Co. vs. Johnson & Shehan, 11 
S. E. 809; Gooden vs. Sou. Ry. Co., 54 S. E. 720. 

In Southern Express Co. vs. Hanaw, 67 S. E. 944, the court, 
on page 951, said: 


Mere unreasonable delay in transporting does not amount to 
conversion, so as to authorize the consignee, upon arrival of the 
goods, to reject them and sue for their full value. His remedy is 
to sue for the damages he has sustained by reason of the delay. 
There may be a possible case where the property has ceased to be 
of any value at all, such as wholly decayed perishable goods. But the 
present case is not of that character. 


Where, however, the goods, by reason of the delay in transit, 
have become valueless, the consignee may refuse to accept the 
goods and recovery can be had for the full value of the goods. 
See Kansas City Southern Ry. Co. vs. Myhey, 165 S. W. 279; 
James R. Kaiser, Inc., vs. Fullers Express Co., 150 N. Y. S. 974; 
Poore vs. the Southern Express Co., 86 S. E. 21; Southern Ry. 
Co. vs. Bunch, 102 S. E. 462; Central of Georgia Ry. Co. vs. 
Goodwater Manufacturing Co., 69 Sou. 343; Uhrich Millwork 
Co. vs. Mo. Pac., 212 Pac. 654. 


Reconsignment—Liability of Carrier for Failure to Act on Ship- 
per’s Reconsigning Instructions 


Ohio.—Question: In the August 1 issue of The Traffic World 
you made answer to our inquiry of July 21 in regard to the lia- 
bility of carrier for failure to act on shipper’s reconsigning 
instructions. In your answer you furnished two citations which 
in principle were similar to the case on which we made our 
inquiry. You mentioned the Humble Oil & Refining Co. vs. 
New York Central Railroad Company, 93 I. C. C. 331, and Central 
Foundry Co. vs. So. Ry. Co., 42 I. C. C. 333, stating that in 
both cases the Commission held the initial carrier liable for 
drayage charges resulting from the failure to promptly carry 
out shipper’s reconsigning instructions. In our case, however, 
the carrier has declined to accept those two cases as applicable 
to our shipment. They contend that the shipment was accepted 
and unloaded at the original destination, which terminated the 
transaction so far as the carriers Were concerned. They claim 
the Chevrolet Case, 132 I. C. C. 337, is the proper case to apply. 
The Interstate Commerce Commission ruled that case in favor 
of the carrier. 

The carrier admits and regrets that an error was made in 
not carrying out our reconsigning instructions and verbally 
informed the writer that they felt morally responsible but tech- 
nically they were not. Therefore, we are again taking the mat- 
ter up with you and would appreciate an opinion if legally the 
the carrier could reimburse us for the expense in having the 
shipment reforwarded from the original destination to San 
Francisco. 

Answer: We can locate no decision of the Commission 
covering similar facts. The decision in Chevrolet Motor Co. 
vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co., 132 I. C. C. 337, to which you refer, 
covered reconsigning instructions containing a condition prece- 
dent, while the instant case relates to an unconditional recon- 
signing instruction which the carrier failed to carry out. 


As to whether there is a distinction in the two instances 
is doubtful, but in any event we cannot quite follow the reason- 
ing in the above referred to case, in so far as the refusal of 
the car by the consignee is concerned. There may be nothing 
to put the consignee on notice that a reconsignment had been 
ordered by the shipper, unless we consider it the duty of the 
shipper to advise the consignee not to accept delivery. This is 
far-fetched, however, in view of the right of shipper to presume 
that its reconsigning instructions will be carried out, particularly 
where, as in the instant case, the shipper is advised by the 
carrier to that effect. 


In our opinion, the shipper in the instant case has been 
damaged by the failure of the carrier to comply with his re- 
consigning instructions to the extent of the difference between 
the charges which he was compelled to pay on the portion of 
the shipment which was reforwarded to San Francisco and 
the amount he would have had to pay had the carrier complied 
with his reconsigning instructions, in accordance with its obli- 
gation to do so, assumed under the provisions of its reconsign- 
ing tariff. Central Foundry Co. vs. Southern Ry. Co., 42 I. C. C. 
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Two Square Miles 
of the Fifty 
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industrial devel- 
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adjoining. A 
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Transfer shows 
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Attractive, readily accessible industrial property to an 
extent of over fifty square miles borders the line of the 
Belt Railway Company of Chicago. There is still acre 
after acre of this most desirable property available. 
Prairie land that sold at reasonable prices yesterday, 
today is valuable factory sites. Three hundred and fifty- 
two industries used “trunk line service” to all America 
by way of the Belt Railway Company of Chicago and its twenty-five con- 
necting trunk lines in 1929; twenty years ago there were but ninety-eight. 


By our service we are judged and our industries—and we—profit. Ask any 
of the industries that we serve. 


There are attractive homesites wherever our industries group. They have 
all of the attractions of the nearby city, but in many cases the advantages 
of a country location. All locations on the B. R. C.’s twenty-five miles 
benefit by the speed and safety of “trunk line” service to everywhere—at 
Chicago rates. 


Our maps tell the story—they are sent on request. 


The BELT RAILWAY COMPANY 


of CHICAGO 


Industrial Department 
F. J. WASSON J. H. BROWN 
General Traffic and Industrial Manager Telephone Harrison 3684 Traffic and Industrial Manager 
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333, and Humble Oil & Refining Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co., 93 

I. C. C. 331, are, in our opinion, in point. 

Company Material and Rate Applicable in Connection 
Therewith 


Alabama.—Question: In your issue of January 7, 1928, on 
page 46, under the above caption, you comment upon company 
material and rates applicable in connection therewith. 

May we inquire as to whether your answer is based upon 
the fact that the shipment was billed through from the shipper’s 
plant Iecated on the Grand Trunk R. R. to the destination in 
Pennsylvania, without any notification or declaration in the 
bill of lading contract of carriage that the shipment consisted 
of company material and was sold f. o. b. tracks of X Railroad 
at Detroit, Michigan? 

Annswer: We, in our answer, base our conclusion on the 
premise that the title to the goods havnig passed to the carrier 
at Detroit, the movement beyond is not a road-haul movement 
and that, therefore, the shipment was not a through movement 
from origin to destination, but merely a local movement from 
origin to the connection with the purchasing carrier. 

However, in Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. §. A. L., 152 I. C. C. 
345, the Commission takes a contrary view, holding that where 
a dead movement to the junction at which title passes to the 
purchaser is followed by a line-haul revenue movement, the 
proportional rate and not the local rate igs applicable from the 
junction point. In this case the Commission said: 


Although the latter part of the movement was the only com- 


mercial portion of the transportation for which tariff charges- were 
collectible, the evidence shows that the entire movement was con- 
tinuous with ultimate destination known and shown in the bills of 
lading. The contract called for delivery and, possibly, change: of 
title at River Junction, but the‘ only interruption which in fact took 
place at that point was the change from the rails of the Louisville 
& Nashville to those of the Seaboard Air Line. The decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States are plain that something more 
than a change of title is required to change the character of a move- 
ment. A. C. L. vs. Standard Oil Co., 275 U. S. 257. The actual. move- 
ment and the real character thereof are the determining elements. 
Louisiana R. R. Comm. vs. Tex. & Pac. Ry., 229 U. S. 336;. Baer 
Bros. vs. D. & R. G. R. Co., 233 U. S. 479; Penna. R. R..vs. Clark 
Coal Co., 238 U. S. 456-465-466. Here the evidence shows’ beyond 
dispute that the movement considered as a whole was _ interstate 
and therefore, based on the reasons above given, it is our opinion that 
that part thereof from River Junction, Fla., to Brooksville, Fla., must 
he considered as interstate in character. 


Freight Charges—Application of Section 7 of the Bill of Lading 
to Prepaid Shipments 

Colorado.—Question: What is the liability of a consignor 
on a prepaid shipment to a non-agency station, section 7 of 
the bill of lading having been signed? 
Answer: Section 7 of the bills of lading act relieves a con- 
signor of liability for charges either in full or in part, where 
the stipulation on the face of the bill of lading is signed by the 
shipper. In our opinion, however, it does not apply to prepaid 
shipments, for the reason that its context indicates that it 
relates to collect shipments and not to prepaid shipments. 

While the consignee may, by reason of his acceptance of 
the goods, be held liable, independently of the liability of the 
consignor, for an undercharge, it does not seem to us that 
where the consignor had undertaken to pay the freight charges, 
either voluntarily or upon demand by the carrier, section 7 
has the effect of releasing the consignor from liability for an 
undercharge. 

The pertinent portion of section 7 of the bill of lading reads 
as follows: 


The consignor shall be liable for the freight and all other lawful 
charges, except that if the consignor stipulates, by signature, in the 
space provided for that purpose on the face of this bill of lading 
that the carrier, shall not make delivery without requiring payment of 
such charges, and if carrier, contrary to such stipulation, shall make 
lelivery without requiring such payment, the consignor shall not be 
liable for such charges. 


As you will observe from the portion of section 7 of the 
bill of lading quoted above, the last phrase of the quotation 
reading, “the consignor shall not be liable for such charges,” 
relates to a delivery of a shipment by the carrier contrary to 
the shipper’s stipulation that delivery is not to be made with- 
out requiring payment of charges. If the freight charges have 
been prepaid in full, the signing of this stipulation would be 
of no force and effect. To hold that the stipulation relates to 
an undercharge where the freight charges have been prepaid, 
as well as to shipments delivered collect, seems to us to be a 
strained construction thereof. 


Liability of Carrier for Non-delivery Where Goods Taken from 
Carrier by Legal Process 


Colorado.—Question: We manufacture a product for A, on 


specifications, shipments of which are made by us to customers 
of A, but as A’s credit rating is questionable, we retain owner- 
ship of the product, shipping on order bills of lading in our 
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name and to our order, notify A’s customers and regularly draw 
on A’s customers through the banks in our name, for A’s price 
to customers. When the draft is paid and bills of lading are 
taken up at the bank, our ownership ceases and A is credited 
with the amount of the purchase on receipt by us of the amount 
from the bank. 

In one instance, shipment was refused by Q’s customer, 
they claiming that a down payment had been made to A’s rep- 
resentative at time of sale, and, after sufficient time to enable 
A and his customer to settle the controversy, we instructed 
the bank to deliver the bill of lading to destination carrier and 
at the same time instructed carrier, on receipt of bill of lading, 
to return the shipment to us. Carrier’s agent again got in touch 
with the notified party, A’s customer, which resulted in shipment 
being taken from carrier on writ of attachment by the notified 
party against A. 

We presented claim to initial carrier and delivering carrier 


has declined payment, account not liable. We contend order 
shipments are not subject to attachment. Further, that the 
carrier erred in negotiating further with notified party after 


order to return was received. Further, that carriers erred in 
making delivery of the shipment on an attachment running 
against A, when property was either non-attachable under the 
order bill of lading or our property, and at no time the property 
of A. 

Certainly it is not the law’s intent, in any case, to sever 
shipper’s ownership on shipments subject to order bills of lading, 
but to fully protect the owner of the property, and we believe 
we have a just claim. 


Answer: Although there is some authority to the contrary, 
the general rule is that, where the goods are taken from the 
possession of the carrier by due legal process against the owner, 
the carrier, subject to certain limitations, is excused from fur- 
ther “fiability, if it acts in good faith and without negligence 
in surrendering the goods, and such surrender on the part of 
the carrier does not amount to conversion. Southern R. Co. 
vs. Heymann, 203 U. S. 270, 27 S. Ct. 104; Clifford vs. Brockton 
Transp. Co. (Mass.), 101 N. R. 1082; A. T. & S. F. R. Co. vs. 
International Land & I. C., 217 Fed. 265; Pecos Valley Trading 
Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 174 Pac. 736; Morgan vs. C. & 
N. W. Ry. Co., 166 N. W. 777. The remedy of the consignee, if 


he can show title in himself, is not against the carrier, but 
against the officer who has wrongfully seized the goods, or 


against the party instituting the proceedings under which the 
seizure was made, if he directed the seizure. However, in 
order to protect the carrier, it is necsesary that the seizure 
be made without the procurement or connivance of the carrier 
(Amer. Ry. Express Co. vs. Millins, 212 U. S. 311, 29 S. Ct. 361; 
Robinson vs. Memphis, etc., R. Co., 16 Fed. 57; Ohio, etce., R. 
Co. vs. Yohe, 51 Ind. 181, 19 Am. R. 727; Perkett vs. Manistee, 
etc., R. Co. (Mich.), 141 N. W. 706; Martorana vs. Batlimore, 
etc., R. Co., 151 N.. Y. S. 840), and that the process under which 
the seizure is made shall be apparently valid on its face. It 
is the duty of the carrier to exercise due diligence to ascertain 
whether the process is in fact legal. If the process is void 
on its face, it affords no protection. So, where the carrier sur- 
renders the goods under legal process it should, to relieve 
itself from liability, at once notify the owner of the fact, in 
order that it may make a proper defense, the essence of the 
requirement being notice before sale—notice in time, so that 
the consignee may seasonably assert and fully protect all his 
interests, and on the failure of the carrier to give such notice, 
it either becomes absolutely liable or assumes the burden of 
proving the regularity of all proceedings on which the goods 
Were taken, unless it can show that the owner had actual knowl- 
edge from other sources in due time to assert his rights, or 
unless, under the circumstances of the particular case, no 
notice could possibly have given the consignors an opportunity 
to protect themselves. If the carrier has failed to give timely 
notice to the owner, it is not protected by the fact that the writ 
is regular on its face, if it is void in law. However, if the 
notice is promptly and properly given, an action for conversion 
will not lie, for the carrier has a right to presume that the 
party notified will attend to his property and protect it in the 
suit; and no duty rests on the carrier to defend the suit or 
to exert itself to save the goods, where seasonable notice has 
been given the owner. But if the goods are not actually taken 
from the carrier, legal process will furnish no excuse for failure 
to transport or to deliver. Furthermore, a carrier will be 
liable for failure to deliver, in case the goods were not subject 
to seizure; as, for instance, where the goods were seized under 
process against one not the owner, or where the goods cannot 
be lawfully attached on mesne process. 

Under the facts in the instant case A’s customer attached 
goods in the hands of the carrier by writ of attachment agains! 
A, the latter party not being the owner of the goods at the 
time. Unless the seizure may be said to have been made with 
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the procurement or connivance of the carrier (Perkett vs. M. 
& N. E. R. R., 175 Mich. 253, 141 N. W. 607), the latter cannot 
be held liable under the decision in Stites vs. Davis & Barton, 
1 Black 101, even though the goods were seized under an 
attachment against a third person. See also The Idaho, 93 
U. S. 575; Hett vs. Railroad Co., 44 Atl. 910; Railroad vs. Bos- 
sut, 10 N. Mex. 322, 62 Pac. 977; French vs. Transportation Co., 
135 Mass. 288. See, however, Simpson vs. Dufour, 26 N. E. 69; 
Early-Foster vs. Lathane & Co., 253 S. W. 663. 








Doings of the Traffic Clubs 








H. G. Smith, the new president of the Traffic Club of Dallas, 
He was educated 


was born in Birmingham, Ala., April 1, 1888. 
in schools and colleges in Birmingham 
and Florence, Alabama. Practically all 
his business connection has been with 
the Missouri-Kansas-Texas lines, hav- 
ing entered the service of the Katy in 
September, 1906, in the accounting de- 
partment, holding various positions in 
that department, including that of gen- 
eral bookkeeper. Leaving that depart- 
ment in 1913, he went to the local 
freight office at Dallas where he held 
the position of rate clerk, station ac- 
countant, and cashier. In September, 
1915, he was appointed soliciting freight 
agent at Dallas. He was transferred in 
1916 to Ft. Worth as traveling freight 
agent. In January, 1918, he got a tem- 
porary leave of absence from the M-K-T 
to enlist in the army and spent a year 
at San Antonio in the balloon division of 
the air service. On being released from 
the army in January, 1919, he was sent by the M-K-T to Burk- 
burnett as chief clerk to the agent, and was later appointed 
agent at that point. In July, 1919, he was appointed district 
agent under the division superintendent at Wichita Falls. March 
1, 1920, he was appointed division freight and passenger agent, 
with headquarters at Wichita Falls, Texas. July 1, 1925, he 
was transferred to Dallas as division freight agent, his present 
position. 





The twenty-sixth annual business meeting of the Washing- 
ton (D. C.) Transportation Club was held at the Raleigh Hotel 
December 17. Dinner was served, after which the following 
officers were elected: President, Charles H. Bates, counsel, 
Union Pacific and Southern Pacific; first vice-president, W. C. 
McDermott, traffic department, Woodward and Lothrop Com- 
pany; second vice-president, F. E. Pennington, general agent, 
Missouri Pacific; secretary-treasurer, L. H. Curry, special rep- 
resentative, Washington Railway and Electric Company; ex- 
ecutive committee, Robert B. Armstrong, vice-president, Los 
Angeles Steamship Company; James C. Petty, manager, Fire- 
stone Tire and Rubber Company; C. B. Buck, vice-president, 
Merchants’ Transfer and Storage Company; S. F. Harper, E. P. 
Droop and Sons Company; W. H. McCarty, master mechanic, 
Capital Traction Company; J. B. Blaiklock, master mechanic, 
Washington Railway and Electric Company; Fred Grimm, sales 
department, Kendall Oil Company; G. A. Geiser, freight rep- 
resentative, B. & O.; D. T. Connors, freight representative, 
Pennsylvania. Outgoing officers were congratulated on ‘one 
of the most successful years the club has had” and remarks 
were made by the new officers. The annual “home-coming” 
dinner of the club was set for February 17. Harry Karr, presi- 
dent of the Washington Passenger Association, spoke in support 
of a proposal to merge his organization with the transportation 
club. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will have an evening bridge 
and dinner dance in its club rooms January 13. 





The Los Angeles Transportation Club gave a “Christmas 
Luncheon” at the Hotel Alexandria December 22, with Charles 
Horrworth, field secretary of the All Year Club, as the speaker. 
His subject was “The Importance of the Tourist to the Welfare 
of Southern California.” The program included numbers by 
the Transportation Glee Club and other entertainment. 





The annual “Family Christmas Party” of the Traffic Club 
of Kalamazoo was given at the Hotel Columbia December 15, 


The Traffic World 








Vol. XLVIII, No. 26 


with an attendance of one hundred and fifty. Christmas enter- 
tainment was presented, followed by dancing. Thirty-five chil- 
dren were given presents by Santa Claus. 





The Traffic Club of Baltimore will hold its annual election 
luncheon at the Hotel Emerson January 5. Arch Seidl will 
speak on “The Age of Whoopee.” An oyster roast, with music 
and other entertainment, will be given at Vorwaert’s Hall Jan- 
uary 16. 





At a meeting at the Hotel Buffalo December 21 the Trans- 
portation Club of Buffalo elected the following officers: Presi- 
dent, William G. Alexander, division superintendent, D. L. & 
W.; first vice-president, James J. Hailey, traffic manager, Niag- 
ara Alkali Company; second vice-president, Marcus L. Campbell, 
freight traffic manager, International Railway Company; secre- 
tary-treasurer, W. B. Faulkner, traffic manager, Donner Hanna 
Coke Corporation; chairman of house committee, William J. 
Hickey, general agent, Grand Trunk-Canadian National. 





The weekly luncheon of the Oklahoma City Traffic Club 
was held at the Skirvin Hotel December 21. 





The annual dinner of the Motor City Traffic Club of Detroit 
was held at the Hotel Fort Shelby December 21. Judge John 
V. Brennan, of the Recorders’ Court, was the speaker. 





The Oakland Traffic Club gave its annual Christmas “Jinks” 
at the Hotel Leamington December 15. Dinner was served and 
there was a program of entertainment. Hyland Hinman pre- 
sided. 





The monthly meeting of the Traffic Club of Wilmington, 
December 16, was observed as “Stunt Night,” with about fifty 
members of the club present. The entertainment was provided 
by the members. A nominatinng committee was elected to 
present a ticket to be voted on at the election the latter part 
of February. 





W. L. Meyers, the new president of the Traffic Club of 
His parents 


Tulsa, was born in Stranton, Pa., July 6, 1890. 
moved to Ontario, Canada, about the 
time he reached school age and it was 
there that he received his schooling, 
later returning to Connecticut and then 
moving to Texas in 1908. His first rail- 
road experience started with the M-K-T 
at Galveston in August, 1910, in the 
local freight office and after a number 
of successive promotions, he was trans- 
ferred to Houston as chief clerk to the 
assistant general freight agent of the 
M-K-T, from January, 1915, until Febru- 
ary, 1918, when he entered the army, 
being sent overseas in June, 1918. He 
was in three major operations in the 
photographic air service and after the 
armistice was in the Army of Occupa- 
tion, returning to the United States in 
August, 1919. After being discharged 
he was again employed by the Katy as 
traffic agent at Wichita Falls, Texas, in 
November, 1919, returning to Houston in March, 1920, as chief 
clerk to the division freight agent, receiving a promotion in 
February, 1923, as traveling freight agent and in July, 1925, he 
was appointed division freight agent at Galveston. He was trans- 
ferred to Atlanta, Georgia, in May, 1926, as district freight and 
passenger agent and again transferred in February, 1927, to 
division freight agent at Tulsa, receiving a promotion in June 
of this year as general petroleum traffic representative at Tulsa, 
in charge of petroleum traffic for the M-K-T. 








Dinner, dancing, and entertainment are on the program for 
a “New Year’s Eve Party” of the Traffic Club of New York in 
the club rooms at the Park Central Hotel December 31. 





At the annual election of the Traffic Club of Fort Worth, 
held at the Blackstone Hotel December 17, the following officers 
were elected: President, B. D. Locke, Monnig & Co.; first 
vice-president, T. K. Hale, Texas Electric Service Company; 
second vice-president, D. G. Griffin, Sproles T. & S. Company; 
secretary-treasurer, D. H. B. Todd, F. W. & D. C.; board, R. L. 
Carnrike, Mallory Steamship Company (chairman); P. A. Pickel, 
Sinclair Companies; J. C. Williams, Lone Star Gas Company; 
G. L. Oliver, Frisco, and E. J. Pflanz, Fort Worth Well Ma- 
chinery Company. 
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The Free Freight Rate Service 


OF THE 


GERMAN RAILROAD COMPANY 
Freight Information Office 


11 Broadway, New York City 
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The Deutsche Reichsbahn Gesellschaft, Hauptverwaltung, Berlin, authorized its 
general representative, Mr. Hans Engel, in February, 1927, to establish the German Rail- 
road Company Freight Information Office, 11 Broadway, New York City. 


This bureau is thoroughly equipped to give full information and data of every con- 
ceivable kind on freight shipments to and from Germany and Central Europe. The aims 
of this freight information bureau are as follows: 


1. Advice free of charge is given to shippers and importers regarding freight 
traffic and tariffs of Germany and all countries adjoining Germany. 


2. Information may be applied for free of charge regarding favorable trans- 
portation opportunities from, to, and in transit through Germany. 


3. Irregularities in freight traffic with Germany, as far as it concerns routes 
via the German Railroad Company, are investigated on application. 


4. Furtherance of effective mutual .traffic connections by observation of 
freight traffic in order to establish actual demands. 


While all information is given free of charge, it is pointed out again that the infor- 
mation bureau does not attend to any forwarding or shipping of goods, and, therefore, 
inquirers are under no obligation whatsoever for any services received from the bureau. 


There are many American and Canadian business organizations especially prepared to 
export merchandise to Germany and, when it becomes a matter of making shipments and 
any specific questions as to railroad rates, routes, and other essentials arise, they are urged 
to make use freely of the services of this bureau for any particulars desired. 


R&P Write for latest map of Germany, free of charge. 
APPLY TO 


GERMAN RAILROAD COMPANY 


Freight Information Office 


HANS ENGEL, General Representative 
11 BROADWAY, NEW YORK CITY 


4, 4 “4 4 4 4 4, 4, 4 4 4, 4 4 4, 4, 4 4 4 4 4 A 4 4 “4 4 4 4 A 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4, 4 4 


StL XG PUP VL VL VL VL PP LP VLG LG “4 PHP LI VLG Fh VL 4, St 4, 4 4 oO “, SPLIT *G 4 4, 





LMIVER ; ‘at! rl? ij Ly > 





SE ON a NPDES GOALIE HLL OE NOLL EO 


PAGE 1418 





Personal Notes 





H. C. Jones has been appointed traveling freight agent, 
Atlantic Coast Line, at West Palm Beach, Fla. 

Everett Ritchie, general eastern passenger agent, Colonial 
Navigation Company, in Boston, died there December 16. He 
entered transportation work in 1896 as a clerk for the Dominion 
Atlantic Railway Company. 

Jack Baker, traffic manager, 
Dodge City, Kan., died December 22. 

W. L. Meyers has been appointed secretary-treasurer and 
tariff publishing agent, Central Electric Traffic Association, with 
headquarters at Indianapolis, succeeding L. E. Earlywine, re- 
signed. The appointment is effective January 1. 

Roy M. Dunlap has been appointed general northern freight 
agent, Mississippi Central Railroad, with headquarters at De- 
troit. L. P. Frye has been appointed general traffic representa- 
tive, with headquarters at Shreveport, La. Both appointments 
are effective January 1. 

Milton P. Bauman, New Jersey freight rate expert and in- 
dustrial traffic manager, was elected president of the New 
Jersey Industrial Traffic League at the annual meeting at New- 
ark, N. J. He is also chairman of the New Jersey Traffic Ad- 
visory Committee. 

C. J. Stephenson, assistant to the general manager of the 
St. Louis-San Francisco, with headquarters at Springfield, Mo., 
has been appointed to succeed O. H. McCarty, who died, as vice- 
president and general superintendent of the Frisco’s Texas 
Lines, effective January 1. Headquarters will be at Fort Worth, 
Tex., where Mr. Stephenson will manage the St. Louis, San 
Francisco & Texas Railway and the Fort Worth & Rio Grande 
Railway. Claude P. King, chief clerk to the general manager, 
will succeed Mr. Stephenson. 


Kansas Grain Association, 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC 
On Tuesday evening, January 5, at 8 p. m., Henry A. Palmer, 
editor of The Traffic World, will address the student body of 
the College of Advanced Traffic on “National Transportation 


The Traffic World 





Vol. XLVIII, No. 26 


Problems.” The Academy of Advanced Traffic of New York 
held a Forum Meeting the evening of Friday, December 18, in 
the chambers of the Merchants’ Association. The guest speaker 
was Walter S. Curlett, tariff publishing agent for Trunk Line 
Territory. The subject was “The Eastern Class Rate Case.” 
At the conclusion of his address, Mr. Curlett was besieged with 
questions. There will be a series of these meetings for the 
purpose of promoting interchange of ideas on traffic matters. 


CLOSING OF GOVERNMENT OFFICES 


The offices of the Commission and other government offices 
were to be closed Saturday, December 26, the day after Christ- 
mas, under an executive order issued by President Hoover. The 
day after the New Year holiday, January 2, however, will not 
be a holiday and the government offices will be open that day 
until 1 p. m., the usual Saturday closing hour. The Senate 
passed a bill making December 26 and January 2 legal holidays 
in the District of Columbia, but objection to its consideration 
in the House blocked its passage. President Hoover then de- 
cided to issue the executive order providing for a holiday De- 
cember 26. He said he did not favor closing the government 
offices January 2. Congress took a holiday recess from De- 
cember 22 to Januaty 4. 


CONDITION OF EQUIPMENT 


Class I railroads on December 1 had 196,324 freight cars 
in need of repairs or 9 per cent of the number on line, accord- 
ing to the car service division of the American Railway Asso- 
ciation. This was a decrease of 776 cars below the number in 
need of repair on November 15, at which time there were 
197,100 or 9.1 per cent. Freight cars in need of heavy repairs 
on December 1 totaled 144,356 or 6.6 per cent, an increase of 
1,968 cars compared with the number on November 15, while 
freight cars in need of light repairs totaled 51,968, or 2.4 per 
cent, a decrease of 2,744 compared with November 15. 

Class I railroads on December 1 had 6,836 locomotives in 
need of classified repairs or 12.7 per cent of the number on 
line. This was an increase of 64 locomotives above the number 
in need of such repairs on November 15, at which time there 
were 6,772 or 12.6 per cent. Class I railroads on December 1 
had 10,361 serviceable locomotives in storage compared with 
9,936 on November 15. 


Comprehensive Freight Service 


0 


UTH SHORE 


SOUTH HORE 








: ' 

‘ 
a @ RANDOLPH ST. 
CHICAGO 
(KENSINGTON 





Ge) PullmapyR.R. - 1.0.8.8. 
eel 
4% 


T the foot of Lake Michigan to 

the south and east of Chicago’s 
‘‘loop,”’ lies one of America’s great- 
est industrial areas. Through it 
runs the South Shore Line, render- 
ing a comprehensive freight service 
to the entire territory. It is the 
South Shore’s domain. Forty- 
eight points of general freight de- 
livery in the 90 miles from Central 
Chicago to South Bend, Indiana, 
direct connection with 14 railroads 
and belt line connections with all 
other roads entering Chicago, nu- 


merous switch tracks into individ- 
ual plants, electrical operation at 
high speed—these are some of the 
features which assure shippers of 
splendid service. 

No matter where your shipment 
originates, if its destination is any- 
where between Chicago and South 
Bend or beyond, route it via South 
Shore Line. For full particulars, 
write Wm. Petersen, Traffic Man- 
ager, Chicago, South Shore & South 
Bend Railroad, 72 West Adams St., 
Chicago. 


@ Denotes Interchange with Railroads named 





Map shows route of Chi- 
cago, South Shore & 
South Bend R. R. (The 
South Shore Line) and 
principal points of direct 
connection with trunk 
railroads. Three belt sys- 
tems serving the Chicago 
area give switching con- 
nection with all railroads 
entering Chicago. 
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Digest of New Complaints 





No. 


- 24867. 


- 24875. 


- 24886. 


. 24887. 


24732. Sub. No. 1. Commerce National Manufacturing Co. et al., 
Commerce, Ga., vs. A. & W. P. et al. 

Charges in violation sections 1 and 6, cotton fabrics (garment 
lining), Sylacauga, Ala., to Commerce, Ga. Ask rates and repara- 
tion. + 
Sub. No. 7. Jill Bros., Inc., et al., New York, N. Y., vs. 
Pennsylvania et al. ‘ 

Unreasonable rates and charges, strawberries, points in Md., 
Del., and Va., to Newark and Jersey City, N. J., and New York 


City, N. Y. Ask cease and desist order and reparation. 
. 24869. Newton Falls Paper Co., Newton Falls, N. Y., vs. N. Y. 
C. et al. 


Unreasonable rates, clay, Dry Branch, and other Ga. points and 
Graniteville, S. C., to Newton Falls, N. Y. Asks cease and desist 
order and reparation. 

Sub. No. 3. Henry Baum, doing business as Henry Baum 
Produce Co. et al., Kansas City, Mo., vs. C. & E. I. et al. 
Unreasonable rates, fresh peaches, Carterville and other Illinois 


points to Omaha, Neb., and Council Bluffs and Sioux City, la. 
Ask rates and reparztion. 
. 24869. Sub. No. 1. Blackstone Glazed Paper Co. et al., Paw- 
tucket, KR. LL, va. N. ¥. N. H. & H. et al. 

Unreasonable charges, clay, Bath and Langley, S. C., to Dar- 


lington, R. I. Ask cease and desist order and reparation. 


. 24884. Tulsa Traffic Association for Leavell Coal Co. et al., Tulsa, 


Okla., vs. St. L.-S. F. 

Switching charges in violation sections 1, 2 and 3, coal, Tulsa 
switching district as compared with charges accorded coal produc- 
ers in Kan., Mo. and Okla. Asks elimination of switching charges 
complained of. 


. 24885. Harrisonburg (Va.) Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. C. & 


O. et al. 

Unreasonable rates, coal, mines and stations on C. & O., N. & 
W., and Virginian in Va. and W. Va. to Harrisonburg, Va. Ask 
rates and reparation. 

Prima Manufacturing Co., Inc., Sidney, O., vs. B. & O. et al. 

Charges in violation sections 1 and 6, wringer assemblies, Erie, 
Pa., to Sidney, O. Asks reparation. 

The R. C. Mehon Co., Detroit, Mich., vs. M. C. et al. 

Unreasonable rates, fabricated sheet metal spray booths, Detroit, 
Mich., to East Pennsylvania Junction, Pa. Asks reparation. 


. 24888. The Owensboro Forging Co., Owensboro, Ky., vs. L. & N. 


et al. 
Rates in violation sections 1 and 6, steel seat hinge bolts, Owens- 
boro, Ky., to Detroit and Dearborn, Mich. Asks rates and rep- 


aration. 
. 24889. Jackson (Miss.) Freight Bureau et al. vs. I. C. et al. 
Unreasonable rates, cottonseed, points in La. and Tenn. to 


Hazlehurst and Newton, Miss. Ask rates and reparation. 


HOUSTONIS.. 
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. 24897. 


. 24898. 
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24891. Victor Oolitic Stone Co., Victor, Ind., vs. C. IL. & L. et al. 
Charges in violation sections I and 3, building stone, sawed four 
sides or less, Bedford-Bloomington, Ind., district, including Vic- 
tor, to destinations in official, Illinois freight and western trunk 
line territories, Missouri and Dominion of Canada. Shippers and 
receivers of building stone sawed more than four sides preferred. 
Asks rates. 
— Phoenix Utility Co., New York, N. Y., vs. Pennsylvania 
et al. 
Unreasonable rates, petroleum transformer oil, Paulsboro, N. J., 
to Waterville, N. C. Asks rates and reparation. 


. 24894. A. M. Tourtellot, Providence, R. I, vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 


et al. 
Unreasonable rates, cabbage, Charleston and other S. C. points, 
to Providence, R. I. Asks rates and reparation. 


In the matter of rates, ratings and minimum weights of 
envelopes in carloads. 

Proceeding of investigation and inquiry instituted by I. C. C. 
into and concerning the rates, ratings and minimum weights on 
envelopes in official, southern and western classification territories. 


. 24896. Central Wisconsin Traffic Association, Wausau, Wis., vs. 


C7 a , W. 
Rate in violation sections 1 and 2, sawdust and shavings, Rhine- 


lander, Wis., to Chicago, Ill., to extent it exceeds rate on fuel- 
wood. Asks rate. 
24892. Alberene Stone Co., New York, N. Y., vs. A. & R. et al. 


Unreasonable carload and L. C. L. rates, rough and manu- 
factured marble and soapstone, Schuyler, Va., to points in Ala., 
Ark., Conn., Del, D. C., Fia., Gaz, DL, ind., Is., By., La., Me., 
Md., Mass., Mich., Miss., Mo., N. H., N. J., N. Y., N. C., O., Okla., 
Pa., R. I., S. C., Tenn., Tex., Vt., Va., W. Va., and Wis. Ask rates. 


. 24890. Transit on vegetable oils in southern territory. 


Investigation instituted by Commission into and concerning 
the scope and meaning of tariffs providing for transit service 
in connection with interstate shipments of vegetable oils, at 
Atlanta, Ga., Chattanooga and Memphis, Tenn., and Louisville, 
Ky., and into and concerning the applicability or inapplicability 
of said transit provisions, to and in connection with shipments, 
outbound from said points in interstate commerce of certain 
commodities variously known by such trade names as ‘‘Delico,” 
“Vream,” ‘‘Bakerite,’’ ‘‘White Ribbon,’ “Non Pareil,’’ ‘‘Del- 
monico,’”’ ‘“‘Creamtex,’’ ‘‘Vanco,’’ “Snowflake,’’ and ‘‘Contadina,”’ 
and by such trade descriptions as ‘‘solidified cottonseed oil, yel- 
low,’’ and “solidified cottonseed oil, white,’’ and whether said 
commodities are lard substitutes and not entitled to benefit of 
transit provisions of tariffs or to through interstate rates, pub- 
lished for application in connection therewith and what con- 
stitute such substitutes within the meaning of the tariff pro- 
visions. 

Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg (Va.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. Southern et al. 

Unreasonable rate and charges, lumber, between points in N. C. 
and S. C. and points in Va. and W. Va. Asks rates and reparation. 
Ahern & Carpenter, Inc., et al., Richmond, Va., vs. B. & O. 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates, bananas, New York, N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., 


50 miles closer 


Located inland and 50 miles closer by rail and motor truck means a 
decided saving to you on every shipment. 


18 railroads serve Houston at preferential rates, connect by direct, 


PORT 
BUREAU 
REPRESENTATIVES 


J. RUSSELL WAIT 
Gen’l Mgr. 


H. S. CRAWFORD 
Ass’t Mgr. 
Houston, Texas 


middle west. 


Houston Port Bureau 
1141 Whitehall Bldg. 
Telephone, 4-8434 
New York, N. Y. 
DON’T 
HESITATE 


TO CALL 


Houston Port Bureau 

433 Board of Trade Bldg. 

Telephone, Harrison 2267 
Kansas City, Mo. 


single-line haul with nearly all important points in the west and 


Over 70 steamship lines sail regularly to link Houston with the 
important ports of America and the world. 


This concentration of traffic facilities enables you to enjoy excep- 
tional rates to and through Houston. By using minimum rail and 
maximum water transportation you can make radical cuts in your 
distribution costs. 


on any member of the Houston Port Bureau 
for information you need relative to traffic 
conditions in this district. 
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Twenty-Four Hours 
Each Day 


VEN frequent shippers of railroad 

freight rarely have more than a 
partial knowledge of the efficiency and 
speed of modern freight-train service. 
Often it issome unforeseenemergency that 
reveals how well the Wabash Railway 
is organized to meet sudden and urgent 
demands. 





Wabash freight offices, functioning night 
and day on all divisions, contribute 
heavily toward the elimination of traffic 
delays throughout the Central West. 
Shippers of perishables, especially, find 
their marketing problems greatly simpli- 
fied by the Diversion Bureau at St. Louis, 
which operates 24 hours a day. 


Continually in step with changing con- 
ditions of industrial life, all branches of 
the Wabash freight department are ex- 
amples of that progressive spirit which 
has been a tradition of the road for nearly 
a hundred years. 
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Baltimore, Md., ang Locust Point, Md., to Richmond, Va. Ask 


rates and reparation. 
No. 24899. A. B. Cole & Sons, et al., California, Mo. vs. M. P. et al. 


Unreasonable rates and charges, bituminous coal, points in the 
southern Ill., Centralia,*Du Quoin, and Belleville groups in IIll., to 
California and other Mo. points. Asks cease and desist order and 


reparation. 
No. 24900. E. I. Du Pont De Nemours & Co., Wilmington, Del., vs. 


B. & M. et al. 
Unreasonable rate and charges, wooden boxes, set up, nested, 


Deering-Jct., Me., to Powder, W. Va. Asks rate and reparation. 
No. 24902. Oneal Commission Co., et al., Jackson, Tenn., vs. A. G. 


S. et a 

Rates and charges in violation sections 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6, water- 
melons, points in Fla. and Ga. to Jackson, and McKenzie, Tenn., 
as compared with rates to points north, east, south and west of 
Jackson and McKerzie. Ask rates and reparation. 


TELEPHONE COMPANY EARNINGS 

Compilations made by the Bureau of Statistics of the Com- 
mission from reports of 103 telephone companies, each having 
annual operating revenues in excess of $250,000, show that the 
aggregate operating income for the ten months ended with Oc- 
tober was $231,368,847, an increase of $4,175,798 or 1.8 per cent 
as compared with the income for the corresponding period of 
1930. Telephone operating revenues totaled $967,386,562, a de- 
crease of $22,397,653 or 2.3 per cent as compared with the rev- 
enues for the corresponding period of 1930, while operating 
expenses totaled $647,888,259, a decrease of $29,787,772 or 4.4 
per cent as compared with the 1930 period. For October the 
operating income was $23,209,247, a decrease of $1,287,833 or 
5.8 per cent as compared with October, 1930. The number of 
company stations in service at the end of October was 16,941,- 
295. a decrease of 268,445 or 1.6 per cent as compared with the 


240, 
number in service at the end of October, 1930. 


RECIPROCITY IN PURCHASING 


“To us it seems clear that, as a general proposition, the 
carrier in the purchase of its supplies acts in its private ca- 
pacity,” says counsel for the Erie Railroad Company and its 
common carrier subsidiaries in a brief filed with the Commis- 
sion in No. 22455, in the matter of reciprocity in purchasing 


and routing. 
“Therefore, unless its purchases be at such prices as to 
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indicate inefficient and uneconomic management (and certainly 
neither the course of this inquiry nor the testimony adduced 
indicate such a state of affairs), or to create an unjust dis- 
crimination against one seller (who is or may be a shipper 
also) or an undue preference to a seller (who is or may be a 
shipper also) there could not even be a suggestion that the 
carrier was doing an unlawful act. 

“Unless the practice of reciprocity in purchase and routing, 
in its fair sense, be unlawful the inquiry is closed so far as 
we are concerned. We say that it is practiced by us; and that 
it is fairly practiced; and as practiced by us it is not only 
lawful but is good business management. 

“We have searched the decisions in vain to find any criti- 
cism of the practice if fairly performed. There being no de- 
cisions against it when so performed, it must be lawful. Having 
existed for more than fifteen years, as shown by the evidence 
here of record, if it were illegal or as practiced produced illegal] 
results, it would have been condemned.” 


ROLLING STOCK ADDITIONS 


The railroads of the United States in the first eleven months 
of 1931 placed 12,302 freight cars in service, according to car 
service division of the American Railway Association. 

In the same period last year, 75,936 new freight cars were 
placed in service, and two years ago there were 76,773. 

Of the new freight cars installed, 3,809 were box cars, com- 
pared with 39,589 cars installed in the first eleven months of 
1930. There were also 5,192 new coal cars placed in service in 
the eleven months’ period this year compared with 27,564 in- 
stalled in the same period last year. In addition, the railroads 
in the first eleven months this year installed 383 flat cars, 2,775 
refrigerator cars, 132 stock cars and eleven miscellaneous cars. 

The railroads on December 1 this year had 4,252 new freight 
cars on order, compared with 3,884 cars on the same day last 
year and 30,569 on the same day two years ago. 

The railroads placed in service in the first eleven months 
this year 123 new locomotives compared with 744 in the same 
period in 1930 and 716 in the same period in 1929. 

New locomotives on order December 1 this year totaled 
ten, compared with 92 on the same day last year. 

Freight cars or locomotives leased or otherwise acquired 
are not included in the above figures. 











1.C.C. FORMS 


Rule 5 Statement 
Special Docket 








RULED FORMS 


Car Records 
Claim Records 
Shipment and 
Tonnage Records 


TARIFF FILES 


VISIBLE CLAIM 
RECORD 


DOMESTIC and EXPORT 
FORMS a 


Write for Sample Folder 


on your business letter head 


Horder forms are continuously checked 
and revised against latest practices, rules 
and regulations. Consult our Traffic men 
on special forms and records. 


BILLS of LADING 


Attractive Prices — Guaranteed Accuracy 
PADS—ROLLS—FLAT PACK 
Write for Quotations’ 


HORDER'S, Inc. 


231 S. Jefferson St., 





EXPORT FORMS 






Invoices for all British 
Empire Points, Japan, 








France, Brazil, Peru, 
Export Declaration, 


Return Affidavit. 













DOMESTIC FORMS 





Affidavits, Indemnities, 
Claims, Tracers, Freight 


Bills, Car Orders, Ex- 


press Claims. 















Chicago 
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ATTORNEYS at LAW 


HARRY C. AMES _| Practicing 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 
Successor to Keene & Ames Before 
the 


Interstate 

Commerce 

Commis- 
sion 



















Transportation Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


H. D. DRISCOLL 


Commerce Counsel 
and Attorney 


Philcade Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma 
Oklahoma City Office: 
709-10 Cotton-Grain Exchange Building 


THOMAS L. PHILIPS 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Especial attention to matters before Inter- 
state Commerce and Federal Trade Commis- 
sions, rates, price fixing and valuation. 


PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS 
Liberty Central Trust Co. Bldg., ST. LOUIS, MO. 


PAYSOFF TINKOFF 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


—and— 
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT (ILL.) 
SPECIALIZING 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE CLAIMS 


—and— 
FEDERAL TAXES 
1540 BUILDERS’ BUILDING CHICAGO, ILL. 






* * 


| Ship to MEXIC 


BY STEAMER 
Fast Weekly Service 
New York to VERA CRUZ and TAMPICO 


Through Bills of Lading to all points on the Mexican 
Railway or National Railways of Mexico 


Regular Service from New Yorkto PROGRESO and PUERTO MEXICO 


| WARDELINE | 


New York and Cuba Mail S. S. Co. 


Onnseneesssneneeneesonesononevennennnensiinee’ 









Foot of Wall Street 
New York City 
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_ GREAT LAKES TRANSIT 
CORPORATION 


Navigation season on the Great Lakes has 
closed. We take this occasion to thank 
our patrons for the business they have given 
us this past season and also to wish them 
the compliments of the season. 


H. S. NOBLE, President 


General Offices 


223 Erie Street Buffalo, New York 
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| TRAFFIC MANAGERS 
BISHOP & BAHLER Traffic 


Incorporated September 16, 1914 


TRAFFIC MANAGERS and 
J “Commerce. Ry _ Cases 
HOLLINGSWORTH Commerce 
1006 wink’ 8 et, Sacrament Calif. iali 
1930 Broadway ? Head Office: 369 Pine St. Specialists 


Oakland, Calif. n Francisco, 


HENRY J. SAUNDERS 


CONSULTING ENGINEER 


Cost and Statistical Analyses—Matters Relating 
to Rates—Consolidations and Valuations 


643 TRANSPORTATION BLDG. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Valuation 
Experts 


Exactly where we can do 
shippers to MINNEAPOLIS 
the most good 


Railroads come to our doors; the Minneapolis wholesale 
district lies all around us to the North and Northwest. 
And three blocks east of us is the greatest retail business 
section in the Northwest. 


For the rendering of warehousing service in Minneapolis 
to manufacturers and shippers we are ‘‘sitting pretty’ and 
we would like to hear from you. We have the best of 
warehouse facilities to place at your disposal. 


NORTHWEST WAREHOUSING 
COMPANY t 


301 North Seventh Street 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
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LEONARD’S GUIDE 


RP AARC, — ALE RECUR EE B™ EORTE 
FREIGHT, EXPRESS, PARCEL POST | 
i 
i 


Rates and Routing Allin One Book! 
Send for Sample Sheets 


G. R. Leonard & Co. 


155 N. Clark St., Chicago 15 E. 26th St., New York 








RICHMOND, VA. 


Storers, Distributors and Forwarders 
of General Merchandise 


175,000 Square Feet Floor Space 
Sprinkled Buildings 
Southern R. R. Siding 20c Ins. Rate 


Virginia Bonded Warehouse Corp. 
709 East Cary Street 











Foreign Freight 
Forwarders 


Established 1884 


D.C. ANDREWS & CO., Inc. 


27-29 Water Street, New York, U. S. A. 


401 S. A. & K. Bldg. 
Syracuse, N. Y. 





J 


Boston Office: 
92 State Street 


110 So. Dearborn St. 
Chicago, Iil. 


OOUNEDOUNALALOGOUOOEDOU ONAN LAAOGHDEGOOOOCODAENSEENOODOSROnERESLAS toOrORessonNOENER OTE pEaSeOE NES te tenss vesenoReE Dea‘ tent NA rerepeNtttT 





Tannen 
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QUAKER LINE 
DEPENDABLE SERVICE 


From ALBANY, N. Y.— Fortnightly 
BOSTON, MASS. Syke ey 
NEW YORK Y.—Weekly 
PHILADELPHIA. PA.—Weekly 

To Cristobal (Canal Zone), San Diego, 

Los ar ee San Francisco, 

Oakland, Portland, Seattle, Tacoma. 


For Rates and Other Particulars Apply 


QUAKER LINE 


PHILADELPHIA: The Soune FFALO: McKinley Bidg. 
BOSTON: 33 Broad Street CHICAGO. F yt LaSalle Street 
NEW YORK; 24 State Street CLEVELAND: Hippodrome Bidg. 
ALBANY: D. & H. Building DETBOIT: phe Motors Bidg. 
PITTSBURGH: Union Trust Btfilding 
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We solicit specific inquiries relating to 
our facilities, our rates and terms. 
Charles H. Gant, Manager 
WILMINGTON MARINE TERMINAL 
Wilmington Delaware 
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DOCKET OF THE COMMISSION 


December 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Wilbur: 
— . ow Sub. 1)—Washington Building Lime Co. et al. vs. A. C. 
R. et al. (adjourned hearing). 


pe.2 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Wilbur: 
24755—Henry C. Stuart vs. N. & W. Ry. et al. 


January 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Peck: 
23430 and Sub. 1—Central Pennsylvania Coal Producers Assn. et al. 
vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
a at ef - a, Paper & Pulp Traffic Assn. et al. vs. B. & M. 
. eta 
23024—-State of New Hampshire vs. B. & O. R. R. al. 
2348: — of Commerce of Chambersburg Ay eS & O. R. R. 
portions Fourth Section Application 1570 et al. (adjourned hearing), 
January 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Conway: 
Finance No. 3808—Excess income of L. O. P. & ; i R. 
Finance No. 3621—Excess income of A. C. L. R. 


January 6—Washington, D, C.—Examiner eile: 
23339—V. A. Stewart & Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
23196 (Sub. 1)—J. C. Lee vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 


—— 6—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Porter and Examiner 
och: 


12964—Consolidation of railroads (in the matter of consolidation of 
railway properties of the U. S. into a limited number of systems) 
(further hearing). 

January 6-7-8—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

* 22907—Illinois Silica Sand Traffic Bureau vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
(Industrial Sand Cases, 1930), and cases grouped therewith. 

January 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Williams: 

* 15620—Carter Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 19829—Carter Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 19891—Carter Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

(Further hearing, for sole purpose of determining amount of 

reparation due parties under findings in these cases.) 

January 7—Columbus, Ga.—Examiner Wilson: 

22925 (Sub. 1)—Wagoner Lumber Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. (further 
hearing, for sole purpose of determining amount of reparation due 
complainant under findings in this case). 

January 7—York, Pa.—Examiner Glenn: 

24736—York Valley Lime & Stone Co., Inc., vs. Pa. R. R. 

January 7—Madison, Wis.—Examiner Crowley: 

24751—L. L. Olds Seed Co. vs. B. F. & I. F. Ry. 

Jomuere 7—Washington, D. C.~"Bxaminer Weems: 

1. & S. 3669—Liquid chlorine in C. A. and W. T. L. territories. 


et al. 


PARCEL POST ARGUMENTS 


The Commission has assigned No. 24092, in the matter of 
proposed changes in rates and regulations affecting fourth class 
mail matter, parcel post rates, for argument on February 4, at 
10 a. m. Its notice of argument date says no proposed report 
will be issued in the case. 

Requests for time, the notice of assignment says, should be 
made as soon as possible to Frank C. Stratton, section of 
dockets. Parties who participated in the hearings, the Com- 
mission said, had indicated that one day would be sufficient for 
oral argument. But, says the notice, if it should appear that 
more time was necessary, consideration would be given to the 
assignment of some additional time upon the following day. 
The hope was expressed, however, that every effort would be 
made to limit the argument to one day. 


VOLUME OF TRAFFIC 


The volume of freight traffic handled by Class I railroads 
in the first ten months of 1931 amounted to 292,404,224,000 net 
ton-miles, according to reports received from the railroads by 
the Bureau of Railway Economics. This was a reduction of 
68,384,739,000 net ton-miles, or nineteen per cent under the 
corresponding period in 1930 and a reduction of 125,122,221,000 
net ton-miles, or thirty per cent under the same period in 1929 

Railroads of the Eastern district for the first ten months 
of 1931 reported a reduction of 18.2 per cent in the volume ot 
freight traffic handled compared with the same period in 1930, 
while the Southern district reported a decrease of 18.7 per cent. 
The Western district reported a decrease of 20.1 per cent. Fol 
the month of October alone, freight traffic handled by the Class 
I railroads amounted to 30,587,539,000 net ton-miles. Compared 
with October, 1930, this was a reduction of 8,706,336,000 net ton- 
miles, or 22.2 per cent, and a reduction of 17,248,255,000 net ton- 
miles, or 36.1 per cent under October, 1929. 

In the Eastern district, the volume of freight traffic handled 
in October was a reduction of 18.8 per cent compared with 
the same month in 1930, while the Southern district reported 
a decrease of 22.5 per cent. The Western district reported a 
decrease of 26.3 per cent. 
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CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSES 


Storage and Distributing of Merchandise of Every Description 

















ar ee eS = = = — 


TRAFFIC WORLD, JANUARY 9, 1932, PART 2 


INDEX 


TO 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


VOLUME XLVIIl 


July to December, Inclusive, 1931 


PUBLISHED BY 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 
CHICAGO, ILL. 














Your Trafhie Worlds will stand 


handling and furnish a mine of 
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—if bound—with this index—in heavy buckram 
covered board 


Traffic Departments of the large industries and transportation lines of the 
country keep Traffic World in this form. It covers more subjects and is less 
expensive than the bound volumes of the |. C. C. proceedings. 
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Boxes; 


Class rates, 
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seen. grade crossing, etc.; pp. 240, 426, 
471, 476, 725, 777, 825, 960, 1180, 1398. 
Advisory ‘poards, regional; pp. 44. 476, 532, 536, 
582, 632, 636, 651, 652, 680, 734, 735, 800, 940, 
1074, 1194, 1246, 1302, 1306, 1362, 1364, 1366, 
40 


AIR TRANSPORT 


Accidents; pp. 628, 962. 

Advertising and publicity, pp. 703, 964. 

Aeronautics branch of U. S. Dept. of Com- 
merce; pp. 82, 136, 194, 240, 345, 469, 894, 
962, 1128, 1291, 1404, : 

Aircraft production and equipment; p; 82, 
136, 346, 415, 673, 787, 894, 1014, 1128, 1352. 

Airports and airways; pp. 33, 82, 136, 240, 300, 
469, 530, 628. 

Boeing essay contest; p. Bo 

Canadian regulation; Dp. 

= service; pp. 136, 300, 628, 1128, 1302, 
1 

Freight service; pp. 240, 836. 

Government aid; pp. 194, 346, 347. 

International service; p. 895. 

Mail service; pp. 82, 136, 194, 240, 300, 345, 
469, 605, 628, 674, 787, 836, 1014, 1129, 1352. 

Night flying; Dp. 136. 

Northwest; progress in; p. 33. 

Ocean flying: p. 346. 

Passenger service, fares, etc.; 
137, 194, 240, 300, 345, 415, P5D8, 673, 738, 
787, 838, 894, 962, 1014, 1128, 1180, 1244, 


1302. 
Pilots; number of, etc.: pp. 136, 300, 347, 
530, 894, 895, 1013, 1062. 
Railroads and air lines; pp. 258, 1180, 1244. 
Regulation of aircraft; pp. 240, 258, 300, 345, 
469, 530, 838. 
South America; service to; pp. 894, 1013. 
Speed; p. 194. 
United Air Lines, Inc.; pp. 345, 1013. 
War department; pp. 530, 838, 964. 
Weather; p. 6. 


World progress; p. 1404. 
Yucatan; service to; p. 1244. 


pp. 33, 79, 136, 


Aishton, R. H.; 1931 rail review; pp. 1085. 
Alaska Railroad: Pp. 1291, 1304. 

Alderson, W. E.; president Traffic Club of 
Kansas City; p. 1368. 

American Short Line R. R. Assn. plans for 
relief; p. 1167. 

American Railway Association; p. 998. 

Ann Arbor receivership; Pp. 1292 

Apples; export rates; p. 1403. 

Appropriations; budget submitted to Congress; 
p. 

Associated Traffic Clubs of America; conven- 
tion at Tulsa; p. 943. 

—,. L. E.; unsound means of transport; 
Pp. 4 

Beer; when it comes back; p. 800. 

Bees in hives; rates on; p. 2. 

a a aes regulation of motor trucks; 
p. 418. 

Bill of lading; use of old form; p. 1204. 

a — J.; transportation suggestion; 
124 

ng rail; legal status of; p. 318. 

simplified practice recommendations; 
- 2 ; 

Boxes and crates; p. 1236. 

Brady coal car case; p. 338. 

2 from and wheat to; pp. 196, 471, 
—T W. C.; faults of the railroads; 
p. 468. 

Brown, J. J.; the rate increase; p. 28. 
Buchmann, E. A.; president Brooklyn Traffic 
Club; p. 1248. 

Buffalo, Port of; p. 343. 

Canada; shipments to; pp. 731, 834. 

Canadian rail figures, etc. PP. 354, 802. 
Candy distribution costs; ES 

Carnegie Steel Co. vs. U. ba I. C. C.; coal 
reparation; p. 782. 

— of Commerce of U. S.; pp. 14, 832, 


. N. S. M. securities case; p. 560. 

Chicago Industrial Traffic Division; p. 27. 

Chicago Port Commission; p. 296. 

Chicago switching rates; pp. 322, 467, 606, 654, 
is 774, 822, 882, 1052, 8. 

C. "1 ©. freight yard at Galesburg, II; 
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chimes, false; p. 620. 
Class rates, eastern; pp. 17, 321, 774, 817, 873, 
932, 1115, 1165, 1219, 1271. 

western; pp. 17, 817, 873, 930, 
1054, 1115, 1165, 1219, 1271, 1280. 
Class rates, water- rail: p. 1068. 
Coal rates, etc.; pp. 70, i 1282, 
Coal; lake cargo; pp. 69, 
Coastwise laws, U. as me 
Commission; an overworked: 603. 
Commission appointments; pp. Pig32, 1388, 1399. 


1355, 1402. 


COMMISSION ORDERS, MINOR. 


A. B. A. Independent Oil and Gasoline Co. 
et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 14953; pe- 
_— denied; p. 177; also pp. 228, 388 and 


6. 

Aberdeen C. of C. Traf. Bur. et al. vs. Mil- 
waukee et al.; case 21655; also 22084, Al- 
bert Dickinson Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
petitions denied; p. 120. 


Alabama Rock Aspalt, Inc., vs. A. & B. B. 
et al.; case 23236; order modified; p. 68. 
Also p. 282 and 1314. 

Alabama Rock Asphalt, Inc., vs. A. & G. 
et al.; case 27094, and sub. No.; order 
modified; p. 326. Also pp. 502 and 1106. 

Alameda Belt Line acquisition and construc- 
tion; finance 4682; time further extended; 


p. q 
Alan Wood Iron and Steel Co. vs. Reading 
et a case 21852; reconsideration denied; 


p. 1105. 

Aled Oil Co., inc., vs. A. C. & Y. et al; 
case 23108; rehearing, etc., denied; p. 282 

Alpha Lux Co., Inc., vs. Reading et al.; case 
23638; order modified; p. 818. 

American Oil Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 
23161; rehearing denied; p. 120. 


American Steel Dredge Co. vs. Wabash et 
al.; case 23777; rehearing denied; p. 1105. 
American Tar Products Co. vs. A. G. S. et 
Lr case 21358; rehearing, etc., denied: p. 


Andrews Bros. et al. vs. Penna. et al.; case 
18732; also 19500, Geo. L. Collins Co. et al. 
vs. Same; rehearing, etc., <¥ . 818. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. C. R & G. et ai.; 
case 23730; complaint RF p. 1106. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; ; case 
23916; postponement denied; p. 935. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. Santa "Fe et al.; case 
23079; reopened; p. 818. 

Arkansas Fertilizer Co. vs. Rock Island et 
al.; case 24501; ee dismissed; p. 874. 

Armour & Co. vs. M. P. et al.; case 22899; 
reconsideration denied; p. 177. 


Atlantic Terra Cotta Co. et al. vs. A. C. & 
Y. et al.; case 23074; order modified; p. 
502; also D. 818. 

Atlas Tack Corp. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 23261, and sub. No.; also 23933, Morse 
Rogers Steel Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
wepearing. etc., denied; p. 120. 

T. & 4% 0. finance 9005; order modi- 

A. FT. ‘e N. vs. & O. et al.; case 24062; 
dismissed; p. iti. 

Atlantic Paving co va. BR. FF. & P. et al; 
case 22649; order amended; p. 388. 

Axtell Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 20242, 
and sub. No.; petition denied; p. 874. 


Badger Paper Mill, Inc., vs. C. & N. W. et 
al; —_, 24245: motion overruled; p. 282. 
Baldwin, C. J., Produce Co., Inc., et al. vs. 
T. & N. O. et al.; case 92406; reopening, 

etc., denied; p. 177. 

Banning, Leland G., vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
23741; petition denied; p. 1340. 

Barlow’ & Seelig Mfg. Co. vs. Milwaukee; 
case 23657, alae 22233, Grovier-Stan Prod- 
re Co. vs. A. V. I. et al.; dismissed; p. 

Barry, Louis B., receiver Ft. S. & W., appli- 
cation to abandon certain operation; 
finance 8964; dismissed; p. 1052. 

Batchelder- Whittemore Corp. vs. New Ha- 
hg al.; case 23532; reopening denied; 
dD. 


Becker, John, Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 21982, also 22361, Acme Lumber Co. 
et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.: ; reconsideration 
denied; p. 1105. 

Belcher, Ww. E., vs. M. & O.; case 20352; dis- 
missed; p. 1340. 

Bell, M. ‘A., Co. et al. vs. A. A. et al.; case 
22965, and two sub. Nos.; rehearing, etc., 
denied; p. 818. 

_—- min, W. W., Co. vs. Penna, et al.; case 

3572; reconsideration denied; p. 818. 

Berkowitz Envelope Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
= order amended; p. 995. Also 
Dp. 

Binswanger & Co. of Tex. vs. Santa Fe et 
oo case 22521; further hearing denied; p. 


Blanchard, x. &, Co. ve. X..C. & St. La: 
case 23619; rehearing denied; p. 818. 


Blue Ridge Glass Corp. vs. A. & B. B. et al.; 
case 23044; reopened; p. 818. Also p. 1340. 
& O. and B. R. & P. > application; 
finance $870: dismissed; p. 454. 

Booth, J. E., Lumber Corp. vs. C. S. et al; 
case 20457: further hearing denied; p. 120. 

Borden Co. et al. vs. Erie et al.: ; case 21744; 
reopening denied; p. 120. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. et al. vs. A. & R 
et al.; case 20703: order further modified; 
p. 177. Also p. 995 and 874. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. A. & W. et al.; 
case 18194; order modified; p. 1106. 

Bowker, Frank B., etal. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 21972: petition denied; p. 818. 

Boyle American Potato Co. et al. vs. Santa 
Fe_et al.; case 17923; reconsideration de- 
ned; p. 818. 

Brenner, Frank, et al., vs. A. & Y. et al.; 
case 23397; order modfied; p. 1339. 

Brick to Pecos, El Paso and related points; 
ro og oe. applic. 12877; modification de- 
nied; p. 

Brick to ioe in N. M.; fourth sec. applic. 
14031; modification denied; p. 68. 


Brooks, Geo. M., & Co. et al. vs. I. C. et al.; 
case 19994; modification denied; p. 1106. 
Brownlee, z. N., vs. Southern; case 24114; 
petition denied; p. 818; reopened; p. 818. 
B. R. & P. and B. & 8. joint application; 

finance 8869; dismissed; p. 454. 
Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co. et al. vs. C. 
G. W. et ali ; case 24027; rehearing, etc., 
denied; p. 2 
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Burger Iron Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
are and sub. No.; reopening denied; p. 

Burkowitz Envelope Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 22201; order amended; p. 1220. 


Caflish Lumber Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
24533; dsmissed; p. 1340. 

California Pine Box Distributors et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 22665; modification, 
etc., denied; p. 282. 

Cambria & Indiana construction; 
3385; time further extended; p. 1 


Canned goods, carload, from, to, and be- 
tween points in Southern territory; I. and 
S. 3401; also No. 21869, Evaporated Milk 
Assn. vs. A. & R. et al.; effective date 
postponed; p. 1220. 

Carolina Button Corp. vs. A. & Y. et al.; 
— 23177, and sub. No.; rehearing denied: 


818. 

Carolina Cotton and Woolen Mills Co. et al. 
vs. —- et al.; case 24078; reopened; 
Pp. 

Carolina Shippers’ Assn., Inc., vs. N. S. et 
al.; case 23290; reconsideration, etc., de- 
nied; p. 177. 

Carolina Shippers’ Assn., Inc., et al. vs. A. 
Cc. L. et al.; case 22345; petition for re- 
consideration, etc., denied: p. 1052. 

Carnes, Marion M., vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
17432; reconsideration denied; p. 1052. 

Cars, furnishing of at variance with ship- 
pers’ a ‘. and S. 3517; modification 
denied; 2. 

Carthage ¥, & Board Co. vs. Penna. et 
al.; case 23099; also 23268, Hinde & Dauch 
Paper Co. vs. B.. & A. et al.; reconsidera- 
tion denied; p. 1105. 

Caruso, Rinella, Battaglio Co., ~~, vs. N. 
S. et al.; case 19414, and sub. Nos.; ; re- 
hearing denied; Pp. 282, 

Caruso, Rinella, "Battaglio Co., Inc., vs. N. 
Zs &. et al.; case 23956; rehearing denied; 
Pp. 

Case Mfg. Co. vs. New Haven et al.; case 
22193; petition denied; 4P 818. 

Cast Stone Institute vs. A. & W. et al.; case 
24600; motion nods En p. 818, 

Cattle, "stock, from Wichita, 7... *, x. ¢., 
Kan.: 1. and S. 2958, also I. and S. 2965, 
cancellation of rate and restriction on 
combination rule on stock cattle; ef- 
fective date postponed; p. 874. 

Cedarburg Fox Farms, Inc., et al., vs. A. & 
+; ig al.; case 23633; order modified; p. 

Ceramic Traffic Assn. vs. Penna. et al.; case 
17840; order modified; p. 610. 

Certain-teed Products Corp. vs. A. & R. et 
al.; case 17489, and sub-No.; vacation of 
order, etc., denied; p. 874. 

Chapple Bros. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 22351; 
reconsideration denied; p. 818. 

Charleston & Western Carolina et al.; con- 
os finance 8471; time extended; p. 


finance 


Chase Nursery Co., Inc., vs. A. & R. et al.; 
case 24495; dismissed; p. 326. 

Cherry-Burrell Corp. et al. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 22102, and cases grouped there- 
wth; order modified; p. 228; also pp. 874, 
995 and 1220. 

Chesapeake Beach Ferry; finance 8013; time 
extended; p. 1052. 

Clow, Jas. B., & Sons, U. S. Pipe & Foundry 
Co. vs. A. "& C. et al.; case 23428; com- 
plaint dismissed; p. 8. 

Cleveland Wire Spring Co. va. Mg A. et al.; 
case 24440; moton overruled; 874. 

Cc. M. St. P. & P. acquisition; Buance 8666; 
time extended; p. 502. 

Coal, bituminous, intrastate in IIl.; case 
23130; motion denied; p. 1220. 

Coal briquettes to Fla.; fourth sec. applic. 
14334; assigned for hearing; p. 18. 

Coal and coke to points in Va. and N. C.; 
fourth sec. applics. 928, 1561, 1757; petition 
denied; p. 326; also p. 388. 


Coal from Ill., Ind. and Ky. to Minn., N. 
—_ ty D.; I. and S. 3535; motion overruled; 
ae” 

& O. construction; finance 5353; time ex- 
* ee p. 

Colorado Animal By-Products Co. vs. C. 

& 3 case 21944; rehearing, etc., alle 
Pp. s 

Commodities from and to points on N. & S.; 
I. and S. 3510; petition denied; p. 1105. 

Consolidated Southwestern cases; case 13535; 
order reopening vacated; p. 120; also pp. 
177 and 282. 

Consumers’ oe apa, Supply =. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case ~— . % 20242, Morrison 
Supply Co. Va. S. et al.; rehearing, 
etc., denied; p. 77.7 

Conso & Lo Bianco et al. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 23644; rehearing denied; p. 120. 

Cosden, J. S., Inc., vs. Milwaukee et al.; 
case 23880; petition denied; p. 1340. 

Cosden, J. s., Inc., vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
23259; rehearing "denied; p. 120. 

Cotton, rate structure investigation; case 
17000, part 3; order modified; p. 282; also 


p 

Cottonseed hull fibre or shavings from 
Shreveport, La., to New Orleans; fourth 
sec. applic. 14252; petition denied; p. 564. 

Cottonseed oil from southwest points to Cal.; 
I. and S. 3629; motions overruled; p. 1340. 

Cotton sheets and pillow cases from Sand 
Springs, Okla.; fourth sec. applic. 14280; 
petition denied; p. 120. 





Commission Orders 
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Covey-Ballard Motor Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 23496, and sub-No.; postponement de- 
nied; p. 388; also p. 818. 

Coxheath Lumber Co. vs. A. & N. W. et al.; 
case 24143; dismissed; p. 177. 


Craven, E. F., Co. et al. vs. A. & E. et al.; 
case 23289; rehearing, etc., denied; p. 818. 
Creomulsion Co., Inc., vs. Southern; case 
21228, and sub-No.; also 22498; Obear-Nes- 
ter Glass Co. vs. Same; reopened; p. 120. 
Crown Overall Mfg. Co. et al. vs. M. & O. 
et al.; case 23221; order modified; p. 177. 
Cut Art Stone Co. vs. Alcolu et al.; case 

24228; dismissed; p. 177. 
Dale Oil & Refining Co. vs. C. G. W. et al.; 
case 22662; reopening denied; p. 1106. 
Delno, R. H., vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
23719; reconsideration denied; p. 1340. 
Denver & Rio Grande Western bonds; 
finance 6806; order modified; p. 667. 


Dewey Portland Cement Co. et al. vs. A. & 
L. M. et al.; case 22577, and Sub-Nos. 1 
and 2; also cases joined therewith; recon- 
sideration denied; p. 873. 

Dip-It, Inc., vs. Mallory S. S. Co. 
case 24371; dismissed; p. 177. 

Divisions of freight rates in Western and 
Mountain Pacific territories; case 15234; 
limited hearing denied; p. 1052. 

Donovan Coffee Co., Inc., et al. vs. Frisco; 
case 23934; order modified; p. 934. 
D. & R. G. W. bonds; finance 7901; 

modified; p. 1220. 

Dry goods in South; fourth sec. applic. 14336; 
reopened; p. 935. 

Duluth C. of C. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 
15823; petition denied; p. 120. 

Du Pont, E. I., De Nemours & Co. vs. M. C. 
et os case "22980; rehearing, etc., denied; 
p. 

Du Pont, E. I., De Nemours & Co. vs. Omaha 
et al.; case 22975; reopened; p. 1106. 


Eastern and Western class rate cases; cases 
15879 and 17,000, part 2; Illinois Midland 
exempted in part; p. 925. 

Eastern Shore of Va. Produce Exch. vs. 
Penna.; case 23567; argument before entire 
Commission denied; p. 1052. 

Edgerly, J. W., & Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 22258; reopened; p. 120. 

Egyptian Tie & Timber Co. vs. Mo.-Ill. et 
al. ee 23115; order modified; p. 502; also 
p. 

El Campo Rice Milling Co. et al. vs. T. & N. 
O.; case 24734; dismissed; p. 1339. 


Elkhorn Collieries Corp. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 24348; request denied; p. 818. 

El Paso Fret. Pur. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 23016; order modified; p. 282. 

Empire Refineries, Inc., et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 21818; reopened; p. 1340. 

Erie Railroad bonds; finance 7972; 
modified; p. 1340. 

Evansville C. of C. et al. vs. A. B. & C. et 
al.; case 22632; order postponed; p. 713. 


Excelsior Coal Co. vs. M. V.; case 22391; re- 
hearing denied; p. 1340. 

Excelsior Products Co. vs. Milwaukee et al.; 
case 24301; dismissed; p. 177 

Falling Spring Lime Co., Inc., vs. Penna. et 
al.; case 22771, and sub-No.; oe de- 
nied; p. 69; also pp. 177 and 81 

Fargo, N. D., C. of C. et al. vs. A. C. 
et al.; case 24402, and sub-No.; aS RS 
dismissed; p. 874. 

yr. Bw. &. construction; finance 2561; time 
further extended; p. 1391. 

Federal Compress & Warehouse Co. et al. 
vs. = & E. I. et al.; case 22516; reopened; 
p. 282. 

Federal Foundry Supply Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 24392; dismissed; p. 177. 


et al.; 


order 


order 


Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. et al.; 
case 24110; dismissed; p. 177. 
Flandreau Service Station, Inc., vs. Santa 


Fe et al.; case 23749; reconsideration de- 
nied; p. 1105. 

Florida R. R. Commissioners vs. A. & R. 
et ~ case 16939; reopening, etc., denied; 


p. hs 

Fort Scott Hydraulic Cement Co. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 24647; dismissed; p. 1340. 

Fourth sec. applic. 14349; reopened; p. 1279. 
‘a & E. bonds; finance 7830; dismissed; p. 

F. P. & E. securities; finance 6207; supple- 
mental applic. dismissed; p. 177. 

Friedman, M. D., Co. vs. C. & O. et al; 

case 23251, and two sub-Nos.; petitions de- 
nied; p. 818. 

Froeber-Norfleet, Inc., et al. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 20928, also 22398, Traffic Bureau, 
Danville C. of C. vs. Southern; reopened; 
p. 1105. 

Fruit Service Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
24032; reconsideration denied; p. 818. 

Gadsden Co. Truck Growers’ Assn. vs. A. & 
R. et al.; case 17857; order modified; p. 667. 

Garcia Sugars Corp. vs. S. & A. et al.; case 
14964, also 23759, Norfolk-Port Traffic Com. 
vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; No. 24267, Refiners’ 
Oil Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; No. 24399, 
Armour & Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; No. 24405, 
Archer-Daniels-Midland Co. vs. N. Y. C. 
et al.; No. 24489, Cairo Assn. of Com. vs. 
Santa’ Fe et al.; ‘No. 24552, Lexington Seed 
Co. vs. L. & N. et ai.: No. 24558, South. 
Traf. Service vs. A. C. L. et al.; No. 24722, 
Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. C. K. & S. et al. 
No. 24861, R. E. Weber vs. B. & A. et al.; 
complaints dismissed; p. 1106. 


" DECISIONS OF I. C.C. IN 
THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


July to December, 1908. 
Vol. 3 to 14 <TC. C. GID 
January to June, 1909. 
Vols. 2-3 to 16 I. C. C. 422 
ne to December, 1909. 
4wvlizt.c Cc. ms 
p RR. to June, 1910. 
Vol. 5 to 19 I. C. C. 102 
July to December, 1910. 
Vol. 6 to 200 LC. C. Zi 
January to June, 1911. 
TL.T enti & me 
July to December, 1911. 
Vol. 8 to 22 I. C. C. 138 
January to June, et 
Vol. 9 to 24 I. C. C. 
July to December, 
Vol. 10 to 25 I. C. C. 349 
January to June, _ 1913. 
Vol. 11 to 27 I. C. C. 343 
July to December, 1913. 
Vor, 12 to 28 I. C. C. 549 
January to June, 1914. 
Vol. 13 to 30 I. C. C. 528 
July to December, 1914. 
ol. 14 to 32 I. C. C. 291 
January to gua 1915. 
Vol. 15 to 34 I. c. a7 
July to December, 1915. 
Vor 16 to 87 I. C. C. 118 
January to June, 1916. 
Vol. 17 to 40 I. C. C. 52 
July to December, 1916. 
- 18 to 42 I. C. C. 374 
January to June, 1917. 
Vol. 19 to 45 I. C. C. 212 
July to y Ka% 1917. 
Vol. 20 to 47 I. C. C. 482 
January to June, 1918, 
Vol. 21 to 50 I. C. C. 396 
July to December, 1918. 
Vol. 22 to 51 I. C. C. 504 
January to June, 1919. 
Vol. 23 to 53 I. C. C. 384 


July to December, 1919. 


Vol. 24 to 55 I. C. C. 582 
January to June, 1920. 
Vol. 25 to 57 I. C. C. 663 
July to December, 1920. 
Vol. 26 to 59 I. C. C. 495 
January to June, 1921. 
Vol. 37 to 62 I. C. C. $i 
July to December, 1921. 
Vol. 28 to 64 I. C. 
January to June, 
Vol. 29 to 69 I. C. 
July to December, 
Vol. 30 to 74 I. C. C 
January to June, 
Vol. 31 to 80 I. C. C. 
July to December, 
Vol. 32 to 85 I. C. 
January to June, ° 
Vol. 33 to 89 I. C. C, 725 
July to ox ae 
_ 34 a z Cc, 
anuary to une 
Vol. 35 to 1001 Ac 
July to . Eee Geos. 
Vol. 36 to 104 I. C. C. 340 
January to June, 1926. 
Vol. 37 to 112 I. C. C. 500 
July to ry. 1926. 
ol. 38 to 118 I. C. C. 630 
January to June, 1927. 
Vol. 39 to 126 I. C. 486 
July to ¥ aR 1927. 
Vor. 40 to 132 I. C. C. 614 
January to June, 1928. 
Vol. 41 to 142 I. C. C. 726 
July to December, ee 
Vol. 42 to 148 I. C. C. 
January to June, 1929 
Vol. 43 to 155 I. C. C. 729 
July to December, 
Vol. 44 to 159 I. C. 
Janua to June, 
Vol. 45 to 163 I. C. C, 526 
July to December, 1930. 
Vol. 46 to 168 I. C. C. 526 
January to June, 1931. 
Vol. 47 to 174 I. C. C. 570 
July to December, 1931. 
Vol. 48 to 179 I. C. C. 241 





Genesee Wyoming bonds; finance 7349; order 
further modified; p. 609. 

Georgia Oil Co. vs. A. B. & C. et al.; case 
22901; petition denied; p. 874. 

Georgia Pub. Serv. Com. vs. A. C. L.; case 
18364; motion denied; p. 120. 

Gibbons & Reed Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
23064, and sub-No.; reopened; p. 177. 

Globe Grain & Milling Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 24331; dismissed; p. 177. 

G. N. application for only requiring N. P. to 
grant use of certain terminal facilities at 
Seattle; case 18635; p. 120. 

Gooding, Frank R., et al. vs. O. S. L. et al.; 
case 20806 reopened; p. 282; also p. 454. 
Grain and grain products in western district 
and for export; case 17000, part 7; petition 

denied; p. 1220; also p. 1340. 

Grain, export charges on at New Orleans; 

I. and S. 3616; petition denied; p. 282. 


Grain to Southern points; fourth sec. applic. 
13569; modification denied; p. 873. 

Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. A. & W. 
et al.; case 16613 (sub-No. 1); a. %. fur- 
ther modified; p. 1220. 

Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. A. & W. 
et al.; case 16613, and sub-No.; order fur- 
ther modified; p. 120. 

Groom-Rogers Timber Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. 
& a." et al.; case 23542; order modified; 
p. m 

Grovier-Starr Produce Co, et al. vs. A. & L. 
M. et al.; case 23307, also 23917, W. O. 
Anderson Commission Co. vs. A. & L. M. 
et al.; order modified; p. 935. 

Guyandot & Tug River construction; finance 
5161; time extended; p. 667. 

Gutywiller, J. B., Coal Co. vs. M. P. et al.; 
case 22613, and sub-Nos.; reopened; p. 282. 

Hamilton Mfg. Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 23810; reopened; p. 1340. 

Hammond Bag & Paper Co. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 24290; dismissed; p. 177. 

Herbert, T. L., & Sons vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 23668; reopening denied; p. 818. 

Hill, Hubbell & Co. et al. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 21381, and sub-No.; rehearing, etc., 
denied; p. 1340. 

Higginbotham-Bartlett Co., Inc., et al. vs. 
oe * V. et al.; further hearing denied; p. 

Hinde & Dauche Paper Co. vs. Big Four et 
al.; case 14865, also 21430, Same vs. A. C. 
& Y. et al.; reconsideration, etc., denied; 
p. 1106. 

Hinde & Dauche Paper Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et 
oi case 21624; reconsideration denied; p. 


Hoolen-Toops Co. vs. Big Four et al.; case 
22684, also 23057, Davidson, Slay & Adams 
Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 22995; Davidson 
Brothers vs. Same, and 23123, Peter Fox 
ye et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; reopened; 
Dp. ’ 

Hulen-Toops Co. vs. Big Four et al.; case 
22684; reconsideration denied; p. 282. 

Hyman- Michaels Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; 
case 20939, also 23587, Same vs. S. A. L.; 
petition denied; p. 818. 

Indiana Fibre Products Co. vs. Virginian et 
al.; case 24212; dismissed; p. 177. 

Indiana State C. of C. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 16116, also 16563, Natl. Fireproofing 
Co. vs. Penn. et al.; petitions for reopen- 
ing, etc.; p. 1106. 

International Agri. Corp. et al. vs. C. & I. 
M. et al.; case 23504, also 24052, Ware 
oo Agency vs. B. & O. et al.; reopened; 


p. A 

Interstate Amnesite Co. vs. A. C. & I. et 
a case 22598; reopening, etc., denied; p. 
120. 

International Paper Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 20409; order modified; p. 610. 

International Paper Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 22488; petition denied; p. 120. 

Interstate Coal Traf. Bur. vs. A. W. et al.; 
case 24540; order modified; p. 68. 

Jackson, E. W., vs. M. C. et al.; case 18100, 
oof sub-Nos. 1 and 2; order modified; p. 

Jackson Traf. Bur. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
21142; order vacated; p. 282. 

Johnson City, Tenn., C. of C. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 78655; reopened; p. 1340. 

Jones Monumental Works et al. vs. G. N. 
et al.; case 22515; reopening denied; p. 1106. 

Jones Monumental Works et al vs. G. N. et 
al.; case 22515; ong: p. 1106. 


Kalbfleisch Corp. vs. B. & A. et al.; case 
22103; reargument denied; p. 818. 

Kansas Live Stock Assn. et al. vs. A. & S. 
et al.; case 21494; reconsideration denied; 


p. 818. 

Keller-Willdin Pottery Co. of Penna. et al.; 
— a transferred to special docket; 
p 

Kendall Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 23280; 
order postponed; p. 818. 

Kendall Co. vs. A. CG. L. et al.; case 23280; 
petition denied; p. 713. 

Keystone Steel & Wire Co. vs. C. & N. W.; 
case 23791, also 23148, Albertson & Co., 
ane, ot al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; reopened; 
p. a 

Knoxville Iron Co. et al. vs. C. C. & O. et 
5 case 24087, and sub-No.; dismissed; p. 


Kokomo Steel & Wire Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
a and sub-Nos.; petition denied; 
p. a 

Kupp Foundry Co. vs. Reading et al.: case 
19062; further consideration denied; p. 1106. 

Kupp Foundry Co. et al. vs. C. of J. et 
al.; case 23903, and sub-No.; request de- 
nied; p. 818. 

Lake Charles Rice Milling Co. of La., Inc., 
- Santa Fe et al.; case 21160; reopened; 


11 

Laughlin, G. W,, et al. va. A. & RB. ot al; 
case 21997; order modified; p. 1340. 

Leather, scrap, imported from Can. points to 
Cincinnati; i. and S. 3552; order modied; 
p. 177; also pp. 818 and 874. 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. A. & R. et 
al.; case 15806; petitions amended; p. 874. 

Leonard, Crosset & Riley, Inc., et al. vs. A. 
H. T. et al.; case 20337, and cases grouped 
therewith; rehearing, etc., denied; p. 874. 

Leonard, Crosset & Riley, Inc., et al. vs. A. 
Cc. & Y. et al.; case 21218, and cases 
grouped therewith; petition denied; p. 120; 
also p. 1106. 















Commission Orders 


Southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 15037; order modi- 
fied; p. 454. 

Spikes Bros. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
20418; reconsideration denied; p. 177. 

St. Anthony & Dakota Elevator Co. va. U. 
P. et al.; case 24783; dismissed; p. 1339. 
Standard Oil Co. of La. vs. T. & P. et al.; 
case 23159; reconsideration denied; p. 177. 
State Docks Com. et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; 

case 21341; reopening denied; p. 995. 

St Joseph Belt excess income; finance 3906; 
reopening denied; p. 1166. 

St. Louis, San Francisco & Tex. construc- 
tion; finance 7370; time extended; p. 18. 
St. Paul, City of, vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 
21107, and sub. No.; petition denied; p. 18. 

Also p 177. 

Sumpter Packing Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 20086; order further modified; p. 177. 
Also 713, 1106 and 1220. 

Sumpter Valley abandonment; finance 8100; 
assigned for reargument; p. 818. 

Sweet, Wm. S., & Son, Inc., vs. New Haven 
et al.; case 23334; dismissed; p. 1340. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; case 
19301, also 19797, Columbus Packing Co. 
vs. A. C. L. et al.; 19881, Kingan & Co. 
vs. Big Four et al.; reopened; p. 1220. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; ; case 
19301, also 19881, Kingan & Co. vs. Big 
Four et al.; petition denied; p. 874. 


Swift & Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 22850, 
— sub. No.; rehearing, etc., denied; p. 
Swiss Oil Corp. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 24175; 


reopened; p. 935. 
Switching rates in Chicago switching dis- 
trict; ease 19610; order modified; p. 1052. 


Tennessee Central bonds; finance 8537; dis- 
missed; p. 177. 

Terre Haute Paper Co. et al. vs. A. A. et al.; 
case 24586; motions overruled; p. 1106. 

Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. C. of G. et al.; 
case 22561; reopened; p. 1391. 

T. & N. O. and M. L. & T. joint applica- 
— finance 8842; petition dismissed; p. 

Tobacco Merchants’ Assn. of U. S. vs. Santa 
Fe et Ne case 23127; reconsideration de- 
nied; 0. 

Toledo Fressed Steel Co. vs. A. A. et al.; 
case 24362; motion overruled: p. 874. 

Tourtellot, ‘A. M., vs. New Haven et al.; 
case 23676, and sub. No.; reconsideration 
denied; p. 1105. 

Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. A. & St. A. B. 
et al.; case 20133; reopened; p. 1340. 

Trenton Potteries Co. et al. vs. A. CG. L. et 
al.; case 24497; dismissed; p. 388. 

Tri-County Coal Dealers’ ‘Assn. et al. vs. 
~—— et al.; case 20805; order modified; p. 

Tullock Coal Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18853; dismissed; p. 1339. 
Turpentine and Rosin Producers’ Assn. vs. 
-. | Af et al.; case 15543; order modified; 
p. , 

Twin coach Corp. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 23531; reconsideration denied; p. 1106. 


Union Asphalt Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; case 


24582; complaint dismissed; p. 1052. 
Union Gas & Electric Co. vs. C. & O.; case 
17791; reconsideration denied; p. 1106. 
Union Gas & Electric Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 22281, and sub. Nos., also cases 
grouped therewith; order modified; p. 454. 


Also p. 874. 
Union Underwear Co., Inc., vs. Southern et 
oP case 23799; reconsideration denied; p. 


United Paperboard Co., Inec., vs. A. A. et 
i case 22072; order further modified; p. 

United States Graphite Co. vs. B. & ." et al.; 
case 21446; rehearing, etc., denied; 1106. 

United States Graphite Co. vs. B. & “O. et 
al.; case 21446; order modified; p. 326. 


Vanderbilt, mm F., Co. Tes. ot ab. ve A. C. 
L. et al.; case 20482, and sub. Nos. 1 and 
2, also cases grouped therewith; reopening 
denied; p. 1279. 

Victor Rubber Co. vs. D. 2. ac. 1. @t aL; 
23737; reconsideration denied; p. 11 06. 

Virginia Corp. Com. vs. Penna. et al.; case 
23818; petition denied; p. 1340. 


wane bonds; finance 6807; time extended; 


case 


Wabash pledge of securities; finance 8930; 
dismissed; p. 502. 
Wabash and C. B. & Q. 


joint application; 
finance 8651; dismissed; p. 1106. 


Wallace Coal Co. vs. I. C. et al.; case 22507; 
reopened; p. 282. 
Walton, Chas. BS. & Co., Inc., va. B. & O.; 


case 23096; reconsideration denied; p. 818. 


Ware Bros. ‘Agency vs. A. C. is et al.; case 
20873; order further modified; p. 18. 

Ware Bros. Agency vs. C. & A. et al.; case 
20945, and others; reargument, etc., denied; 


p. 
Ware Bros. Agency vs. P. & A. et al.; case 
20945; order modified; p. 18. 
Ware Bros. Agency vs. B. & O. 
24052; order postponed; p. 282. 
Washington Building Lime Co. et al. vs. A. 
_ ite et al.; case 24432; motion overruled; 
W. B. T. & S. extension: finance 3197, also 

finance 5104; time extended; p. 1052. 
Weber, R. E., vs. B. & A. et al.; case 23650; 
rehearing denied; p. 1106. 


et al.; case 
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Western Burlap Bag Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 
23441; petition denied; p. 282. 

Western Pacific construction; finance 7771; 
time further extended; p. 1052. 
Western Trunk Line class rates; docket 

17000, part 2; order modified; p. 5. 

Western Trunk Line class rates; case 17000, 
part 2, et al.; L. C. & M. exempted; p. 282; 
petition denied; p. 282. 

West Virginia Brick Co. vs. A. S. et al.; 
case 23030; order further modified; p. 18. 
Also pp. 228, 454, 770 and 995. 

Wheeler Lumber, Bridge & Supply Co. vs. 
A. G. S. et al.; case 22902; reopened; p. 228. 

Whitacre-Greer Fireproofing Co. vs. A. C. 
L. et al.; case 22114, also 22472, National 
ee Co. vs. Same; reopened; p. 


Cc. & N. W. et ail.; 


Wickes Boiler Co. vs. 
reopened; p. 


case 23021, and sub. No.; 
4 


874. 

Williamson-Halsell-Frazier Co. et al. vs. A. 
: L. et al.; case 21144; petitions denied; p. 

Will Mayfield College vs. C. & E. I. et al.; 
case 22196, and sub. Nos.; reopened; p. 282. 

Winsboro Granite Corp. vs. Southern; case 
23008; reconsideration denied; p. 1106. 

Wisconsin Pop Corn Co. vs. Milwaukee et 
al.; case 24325; dismissed; p. 177. 

Wood Distillers’ Corp. et al. vs. N. Y. O. & 
W. et al.; case 22447; reconsideration de- 
nied; p. 770. 

Woodison, E. J., Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 24392, and sub. No.; dismissed; 

vs. A. 


p. 1106. 
Wolverine Fruit & Produce Co. et al. 
A. et al.; case 23407; petition denied; p. 
Yates & West Texas construction; finance 
7363; reopening revoked; p. 388. 
Yankton, Norfolk & Southern construction; 
finance 6879; time extended; p. 1340. 


Young, Walter, vs. C. of N. J. et al.; case 
24120; complaint dismissed; p. 818. 


Commission’s annual report; p. 1283. 

Commodity statistics; pp. 532, 886. 

Commodities clause; p. 22. 

Competition with railroads: 
Couzens; p. 1044. 

Congress ‘and transportation; pp. 
1344, 1345, 1394, 1399, 1402. 


Meyer letter to 
1270, 1315, 


CONSOLIDATION, RAILROAD. See also 


Holding Companies and Finance. 


= O. control of Alton; pp 12, 119, 178, 658, 
)2. 


B. & O. control of B. R. P. and B. & S.; 
p. 1162. 
B. & O. control of W. Md.; p. 119. 
— I. & P. purchase of Frisco stock; p. 
ol, 


D. & R. G. W. control of D. & S. L.; p. 178. 
D. T. & I. unification; p. 1051. 


——— Westfield, and N. W. petition; 
p. 194 

Labor and consolidation; p. 786. 

Missouri Pacific unification: p. 508. 

New England problem; pp. 119, 1061, 1304. 


S. P. 
Trunk line four system plan; 
t+ 765, 816, 1004, 1061, 1226, 


acquisition of Cottonbelt: pp. 682, 1100. 
pp. 28, 75, 444, 
1304, 1332, 


Container service; pp. 22, 82, 193, 471, 674. 

Containers, corrugated; investigation as to 
shipping strength; p. 1055. 

Containers; fibre; p. 1404. 

Coordination of transport; p. 939. 

Cornwell, J. J.; address at A. T. C. of A. 
convention; p. 954. 

Couzens, Senator; transportation 
860, 940, 1044, 1272, 1399. 

Crane, free service; p. 1392. 

Crank, George; president San Antonio Traffic 
Club; p. 1200. 

Credit, railroad; p. 786. 


ideas; pp. 





DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


COMMISSION 


(Decisions under the above caption are in- 
dexed by title where there is a complainant. 
Where there is none they are indexed by the 
commodity or subject affected. Where the |. 
Cc. C. volume and page are not given, the rea- 
son is that they had not been assigned at the 
time this index went to press.) See also 
finance decisions. 


Abbate, Charles, Co. et al. vs. F. E. C. et 

al.; No. 21424, sub. No.; vegetables; p. 1390. 

Aberdeen, S. D., Chamber of Commerce Traf- 
fic Bureau, for Hagenston Coal Co. et al., 
vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; No. 22809; coal 
(178 I. C. C., 751-757); p. 993. 

Abrahams and Co. et al. vs. C. & O. et 
al.; No. 23627; scrap iron (177 I. C. C., 525- 
528); p. 381. 

A-B Stove Co. vs. Erie et al.; No. 24002; 
aluminum coated sheet steel; Dp. 1162. 

Acme Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; No. 22361; coal (177 I. C. C., 272- 

280); p. 323. 








Acklin Stamping Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; No. 
24182; iron and steel rejects (178 I. C. C., 
319- 321); p p. 562. 

Ala. Rock Asphalt Co., Inc., vs. A. & S. et 
al.; case 23094; road material (176 I. C. C., 
555-568); p. 15. 

Albers Bros. Milling Co. vs. S. P.; No. 34015; 

rain Gemursage: p. 1336. 


Albers Bros. Milling Co. vs. C. R. L & P. 
et al.; No. 23137; corn (178 I. C. C., 329- 
334); p. 607. 

All Steal- Equip. Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 
et al.; No. 21733; steel materials (176 I. 
c. c. 520-531); p. 63. 


Allied Oil Co., Inc., vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
No. 23108—; cracked petroleum residuum 
coceggeres report); 173 I. C. C., 363-365); 
p 7 

Alpha Lux Co., Inc., vs. Reading et al.; case 
++ iron mass "(178 i &. ©. 6-2: DP 

Alston Coal Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al.; 
No. 24090; power shovel parts; p. 1278. 

American Cotton Waste and Linter Exchange 
et al. vs. B. & M. et al.; No. 24022; cot- 


ton card strippings (178 I. C. C., 275-279); 
p. 507 
American Creosote Works, Inc., vs. L. & A. 


lumber, etc.; p. 1278. 

American Cyanamid Co. vs. Ann Arbor et 
al. and Same vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; Nos. 
22041 and 22042; cyanamid; p. 1161. 

American Flange & Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 23779; steel bung 
fittings (178 I. Cc. i 739-741); p. 993. 


et al.; No. 23589; 


American Salpa Corp. vs. P. R. R.; No. 
24347; scrap leather; p. 1216. 
American Salt Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 


No. 24060; barring of complaint; p. 1389. 

American Steel Dredge Co. vs. Wabash et 
al.; No. 23777; steel hull or barge (177 I. 
Cc. C., 582-584); p. 324. 

American Warehousemen’s Assn. vs. St. L.- 

F. et al.; No. 23682; wharfage; p. 1389. 

Anderson, Ww. Co. et al. vs. F. E. C. 
et al.; case 22237; fruits and vegetables 
(177 I. C. C., 735- 802) ; p. 382. 

Anderson, W. o., Commission Co. et al. Vs. 
A. & L. M. et ‘al.; No. 23917; bananas and 
cocoanuts (178 I. Cc. C., 262- 266); p. 507. 


Anderson, W. O., Commission Co. vs. A. T. 


L., and 


& S. F. et al; No. 24270; bananas (178 
I. C. C., 441- 442); p. 709. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
No. 23916; peanut hulls (178 I. oO. C., 267- 
271); p. 507. 

Arizona Commission et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; No. 18642; class rates; p. 1216. 

Arizona Feed and Floral Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; No. 23813; rye grass seed 


(178 I. Cc. C., 414-418); p. 656. 

Arkansas Cotton Trade Assn. vs. St. L.-S. 
F. et al.; No. 18801; cotton concentration 
daw LC. C. 588-593); m, Eas. 

Armour and Co. vs. J. W. & N. et al.; No. 
23616; jelly goblets (177 I. C. C., 263-265); 
p. 277. 

Armour and Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; No. 
22800; live stock (178 I. . C., 1-15); p. 383. 

Armstrong Cork Co. vs. P. R. ’R. et al.; No. 
24074: rubber nut oil (178 I. C. C., 315- 318); 
p. 562. 

Artesian Ice and Cold Storage Co. vs. St. 
Jospeh & G. I. et al.; No. 23680; also Sub. 
1, Same vs. C. R. I. & P.; ice (178 I. C. C., 
613-616); p. 817. 

Associated Cabinet Manufacturers’ Corp. vs. 
L. V. et al.; No. 24243; radio cabinets; p. 
1278. 

Atlantic Terra Cotta Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 
et al.; case 23074; terra cotta (176 I. C. C., 
411-418); p. 16. 

Atlas Supply Co. vs. Southern; No. 24153; 
pig lead (178 I. C. C., 302- 304); p. 562. 

Atwood Farmers Oil Co. mm =. ee 2. 
et al.; No. 22071; refined petroleum prod- 
ucts (179 I. C. C., 35-38); p. 1047. 


Bad Girl, Inc., et al. vs. Postal Telegraph 
Cable Co.; No. 24102; telegraph service 
(178 I. C. C., 664-670); p. 870. 


Bags, cotton net, between Southern Classi- 
fication points and Official and Western 
Classification points; I. and S. 3550 (176 
I. C. C., 505-511); p. 15. 

Bakelite Corp. vs. B. & A. et al.; No. 20696; 
bakelite; p. 1336. 

Banana Supply Co. vs. Bamberger Electric 


et al.; No. 23209, sub. No.; fresh fruit, etc.; 
p. 1390. 

Banning, L. G., vs. B. & O. et al.; No. 23741; 
walnut logs (177 I. C. C., 231-234); p. 276. 


Barge line routes and rates; Ex Parte 99, 
application of Miss. Valley Barge Line Co. 


(178 I. C. C., 224-230); p. 446. 

Barrett Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; No. 23701; 
crude tar; p. 1278. 

Barteldes Seed Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 


et al.; No. 24312; cane seed; p. 7 

Batchelder- Whittemore Corp. vs. 

H. H. et al.; No. 23532; coal 78 a c 
C., 128-130); p. "321. 

Bear Steel and Wire Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; No. 23498; steel materials (176 I. 
G. Si 520-531); p. 63. 

Becker, John, Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et a No. 21982; coal (177 I. C. C., 272-280); 
p. ; 

Beckett, L. S., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 
23209, sub. No.; fresh fruit, etc.; p. 1390. 
Beckwith, G. C., Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P.; 
No. 24314; cabinets (178 I. C. C., 332-323); 


p. 607. 
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Bell, George, vs. C. & E. I. et al.; No. 23929; 
apples (178 I. C. C., 405-406); p. ow 

Benjamin, W. W., Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
Saar 23672; vegetables ime. c& <S., 341- 

Biggio, Runt, & Son vs. ]*. E. C. et al.; No 
22228; vegetables; p. 1390. 

Binswanger & Co. of Tex. vs. C. R. & ®. 
et al.; No. 22393; plate glass; p. 336. 

Blackmer and Post Pipe Co. et al. vs. Mo. 
Pac. et al.; No. 23492; 
pa a 539-542); p. 65. 

Blaker Milling Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; No. 24189; 
wheat (178 I. C. C., 337-339); p. 655. 

Blue Ridge Glass Corp. vs. A. & B. B.; No. 
-“e% rolled glass (176 I. C. C., 449-456); 


p. 64. 

Bluefield Produce and Provision Co. vs. A. 
Cc. L. et al.; case 23036; fruits and vege- 
tables (177 I. C. C., 735-802); p. 382. 


Bluefield Produce and Provision Co. vs. N. 
& W. et al.; No. 22602 and sub. 1: cab- 
bage; p. 1216. 

Bluff City Lime and Stone Co. vs. Mo.-Ill. 
et al.; case 23562; coal (176 I. C. C., 373- 
376); ’D. 16. 

Boardman Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 22889; road making implements (176 
I. C. C., 233-234); p. 16. 

Bona Allen, Inc., vs. A. T. 2 S. F. et al.; 
~~ dry hides (178 I. C. C., 599-600); 
p 

Border Research Corp. vs. O. & N. W. et al.; 
— iron pipe (176 I. C. C., 201-204); 


p. 4 

Borden Southern Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. et 
al.; No. 22968; cream; p. 1278. 

Boyle American Potato Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 17923; potato repara- 
tion (176 I. C. =. 391-396); p. 16. 

Brabston, H. G., et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
—— lumber (176 I. C. C., 421-426); 
p. 64. 

Brenner, Frank, etal. vs. A. & Y. et al.; 
ae scrap iron (178 I. C. C., 591-599); 
p. . 

Brewster Loud Lumber Co. et al. vs. D. S. 
S. & A. et al.; No. 24089; ties (178 I. C. 
C., 492-494); p. 769. 

Brick, enameled or glazed, other than salt 
glazed, carload, from to and _ between 
agg southern territory; I. and S. 3482; 
p. 1390. 

Brick from Jackson, Mo., to E. St. Louis, 
A L. and &. 610 Giré lt. C. C., Tid); D. 


Brilliant Coal Co. et al. vs. I. C. et al.; No. 
21767; coal; p. 1216. 

—. W. L., Co. et al. vs. Southern et 
al.; 22645; bananas; p. a 

meted Bevis Co., Inec., vs. C. I. & W. et al.; 
No. 24190; road graders (78 1. C. C., 601- 
602); p. 769. 

Brownlee, J. N., vs. Southern; No. 24114; 
lumber (178 I. C. C., 285-286); p. 507. 


Buhner Fertlizer Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 
et al; No. 21462, and cases joined there- 
with; fertilizer reparation (178 I. C. C., 531- 
oss): p- 870. 

Butte uit and Produce Co., Inc., vs. N. 
P.; No. 23329; apples and pears (178 I. 
C. C., 370-372); p. 655. 

Butter and oleomargarine, proportional rates 
on, between Jacksonville and Tampa and 
related Florida points; 1 and S. 3548 (178 
I, C. C., 624-626); p. 817. 


Cabranette Corp. vs. C. & O. et al.; No. 
gy steel plates (177 I. C. C., 266- 268); 


Caflisch’ Lumber Co. vs. B. & O.; No. 24164; 
_ log cars C77 f. C. C., 563-564); p. 


Caine Steel Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
No. 23563; steel materials (iw & & &, 
520-531); p. 63. 

Calco Tile Manufacturing Ce. et a@l.. ve. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; No. 23447; china and 
ball clay; p. 1048. 

California Fruit Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
aoe 23209, sub. No.; fresh fruit, etc.; p. 

Carolina Shippers’ Assn., Inc., vs. C. & O. 
et al.; No. 24391; peaches; p. 1390. 


Cambria Clay Products Co. vs. A. & W. et 
al.; No. 23807; sewer pipe; p. 1104. 

Cameron Joyce and Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
No. 34018; contractor’s outfit (177 I. C. c., 
607-608); p. 324. 

Cameron, Joyce, Smith, Elder Co. vs. C. B. 
& Q.; No. 23726; sand (177 I. C. C., 618- 
620); p. 324. 

Canned goods, carloads, from to and be- 
tween points in southern territory; I. and 
S. 3401; p. 1103. 

Capital Iron Works Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; No. 23055; iron and steel arti- 
cles (179 I. C. C., 10-14); p. 1048. 

Capon Water Co. vs. B. & 2: et al.; No. 
a water and ale (176 I. C. C., 494-498); 
Dd. 

Carnes, M. F., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 
17432; furnishing transportation (176 I. C. 
C., 757-765); p. 175. 

Carolina Button Corp. vs. i. & TF. oF oes 
No. 23177 and sub. No..; bones; p. 1216, 

Carolina Shippers’ Assn., Inc., et al. vs. A. 

L.; case 22345; bananas (177 I. C. C., 
161-179); p. 276 

Carroon & Co., De. vs. A. & L. M. et al.; 
No. 23659; canned "goods (178 I. C. C., 703- 
708); p. 872. 


sewer pipe (176 


Carthage Pulp and Board Co. vs. P. R. R. 
et al.; No. 23099; waste paper (177 I. C. 
C., 217-224); p. 276. 

—— Paper Co. vs. & H et 

No. 19852; pn a ‘te Z. & o> 719- 
#31); p. 324. 

Caterpillar Tractor Co. vs. S. P. et_al.; No. 
23969; harvesters and parts (176 I. C. C., 
656- 658); p 227. 

Cedarburg Pea Farms, Inc., et al. vs. A. & 
W. et al.; No. 23633: horses for slaughter 
(178 I. C. C., 379-385); p. - 

Central Cooperative Assn. N.; case 
lad livestock (176 I. C. “. S38. -339); p. 

Celotex Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; No. 20865; 
celotex; p. 1278. 


Certainteed Products Corp. vs. A. & R. et 
al iy No. 23155; plaster and plasterboard; p. 


1277. 

Champlin Refining Co. vs. C. & A. et al.; 
No. 24203; gasoline; p. or 

Chapin Cedar Co. vs. A. & S. F. et al.; 
No. 23388; cedar poles azs = S 423- 
425); p. 709. 

Charleston Traffic Bureau vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
No. 12628; canned goods; p. 1103. 


Chesky, H., & Son vs. A. C. L. et la.; No. 
24198; strawberries (178 I. C. C., 495-496); 


709. 

Chester Franzell and Co. et al. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; No. 23717; peaches (178 I. C. C., 
139- “143): p. 449. 

Chemicals, acids, dye stuffs and related arti- 
cles from eastern and southern origins to 
southern destinations; I. and S. 3434 (177 
I. C. C., 529-556); p. 322. 

Chicago & Alton receivers vs. A. C. & Y. et 
al.; No. 22487; grain, divisions; p. 1335. 

Chicago Bridge and Iron Works vs. C. R. 

& P. et al.; No. 21007; tank material 8 
a, < &, 343- 344); p. 655. 

Chicago, ‘Wilmington and Franklin Coal Co. 

vs. E. & T. H. et al.; No. 24006; coal; p. 


1336. 

Clark Fruit Co. et al. vs. Arkansas Valley 
Interurban et al.; No. 23732; peaches (177 
I. C. C., 251-254); p. 276. 

Class rate investigation, eastern; No. 15879; 
— modified (177 I. C. C., 156-157); p 

is 

Class rates, western; No. 17000, part 2; wool 
in grease (178 I. C. C., 619-623); p. 817. 

Clay, concrete, or shale products between 
southern and official territories; I. and S. 
3521; sewer pipe; p. 1103. 

Coal from Alabama mines to Memphis; I. 
and S. 3585; p. 1216 

Coal from points in Va., W. Va. and Ky. to 
points in N. C.; fourth sect. appl. 14499; 


p. 5 
Colorado and New Mexico Coal Operators’ 
Assn. vs. C. B. & Q. et al; No. 20003; coal; 


. 1161. 

Cdhumbes Brick and Tile Co. vs. Ala. Cent. 
et al.; case 23502; coal (176 I. C. C., 369- 
372); p. 16. 

Columbus Packing Co. vs. A. C. L. et al; 
No. 19797; fresh meats, etc.; p. 1216. 

Commodity rates between points in Cen- 
tral territory; fourth sect. aps. 2060 and 
2072 (178 I. C. C., 177-185); p. 503. 

Concho Live Stock Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F.; No. 20549 and cases joined therewith; 
eattle (178 I. C. C., 501-506); p. 709. 

Concrete Engineering Co. vs. C. & E. I. et 
al.; No. 23566; . supports or chairs (178 
I. C. C., 433- 435); p. 709. 

Consolidated Cement Corp. vs. C. N. et al.; 
ew cement (178 I. C. C., 147-148); 
p. " 

Corray Bros. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; No. 
22518; coal reparation (178 I. C. C., 527- 
528); Ps 710. 

Cosden, J 3. Inc., et al. vs. C. M. St. P. & 
P. et al.; No. 23880; oil well supplies (178 
I. C. C., 189-193); p. 507. 

Costello, L. E., doing on as Central 
Garage, et al. vs. A. & S. F. et al.; pe- 
troleum products; p. T3906. 

Cotton and linters ‘at Beaumont, Galveston, 
Houston, Texas City and Corpus Christi; 
allowances for drayage and barge service; 
I. and S. 3540 (177 I. C. C., 209-216); p. 227. 

Covey- Ballard Motor Co. vs. C. M. & St. 
P. et al.; No. 20134; reparation (177 I. C. 
ae 309-315); p. 321. 

Crane Enamelware Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 21188; bathtub reparation (176 I. C. C., 
359-366); p. 15. 

Crane Enamelware Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
No. 23519; steel grit; p. 1162. 

Crane Enamelware Co. vs. B. & O. et a 
No. 23416; molding sand (178 I. C. C., 336. 
390); p. 655. 

Craven, H. F., Co. et al. A. & E. et al.; 
No. 23289; road natin gw Gd. c. C., 
594-598); p. 65. 

Crenshaw Bros. Produce Co. et al. vs. S. A. 
L.; No. 23886; banana weighing (177 I. 
e. ¢., 501-502): p. 383. 

Crowley Tar Products Co. vs. L. V. et al.; 
case 23480; water gas tar (176 I. C. C., 434- 
436); p. 16. 

Culbertson Bros. Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
No. 24048; onions; p. 1216. 

Ss. F. et 


Dacotah Oil Co. et al. vs. . TT. & 
al.; No. 21737; petroleum; 1335. 
Dairymen’s Feed and Supply, Co., Ine., vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 23378, Sub-No. 1, and 
Sub-No. 3, same vs. same; Los Angeles 
switching (177 I. C. C., 269-271); p. 275. 


Dale Oil and Refining Co. vs. G. W. et 
al.; 22662; Delmar oil rule «a7 » a <., 
154-155); p. 225. 

Danville Chamber of Commerce Traffic Bu- 
reau vs. Southern et al.; No. nye ba- 
nanas; p. 1390. 

Danville Lumber Co. vs. C. & ; No. 
meg 4 coal reparation (177 I. C. rs "569: -570); 


Dp. 

Darling and Co. vs. Big ee. % al.; case 
ane —_— coal (177 I. C. C., 281- 

Dawe’s "bey Milk Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; No. 23076; condensed buttermilk (178 
3 c. C., @ti- 478); p. 656. 

Delno, R. H., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 
23719; gasoline aH t% & &., i- 233); p. 


ol Joseph, Fruit Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
4 e. ¥. et al.; No. 23279; cabbage, etc.; 
p. 7 


Depreciation charges of telephone companies 
and steam railroad companies; Nos. 14700 
and 15100 (177 I. C. C., 351-500); p. 561. 

Dewey-Portland Cement Co. vs. A. & E. et 
al.; No. 21492 and cases joined therewith; 
"ie cement (176 I. C. C., 671-703); 
p 

Diamond A. Cattle Co. vs. A. T. Ss. 
et al.; No. 22716, sub. 1; cattle (iz Ls & 
c.. 581); p. 324, 

Dibert, Bancroft and Ross Co., ina. va. 1,.:C. 
et al.; case 23766; ‘“" iron or steel (176 
I. C. C., 382-384); p. 16. 

Dixon-Buchan Tobacco Co. sm. A. C. Te ot 
al.; No. 23906; tobacco (178 I. C. C., 345- 
346); p. 655. 

Dixon, R. S., Ss. P. et al.; No. 24503; 
feeder cattle is I. C. C., 711-712); p. 872. 

Dodge County Lumber Co. vs. Southern and 
S. A. L.; Nos. 21094 and 21173; reparation 
on crossties (178 I. C. C., 639-640); p. 872. 

Dolomite and agricultural limestone between 
points in C. F. A. territory; I. and S. 3571 
(178 I. C. C., 767-772); p. 993. 

Donald, Charles, vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
Figs 23675; feeder cattle (178 I. C. C., 693- 

Bene LE Ty _- of Trade, Inc., vs. N. Y. 
N. H. & H.; No. 24455; switching; p. 1216. 

Donovan Coffee Co., Inc.. et al. vs. St. L.-S. 
oot aoe 23934; eggs (178 I. C. C., 125-127); 
p. 3 

Dudley Bar Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; No. 21770; 
steel for opitees, p. 1216. 

Duffee, C. G +» as Duffee Lumber Co., vs. C. 
of G. et al.; No. 24033; lumber (178 I. C. C., 
194-196); D. 07. 

Du Pont, E. E., de Nemours & Co. vs. C. 
St. P. M. & O. et al.; No. 22975; boxes; 
p. 1104. 

Dyer & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 
24242; baled hay routing (178 I. C. C., 627- 
628); p. 872. 

Eades Hay Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 
24334; hay (178 I. C. C., 773-776); p. ge 
Eagle-Ottawa Leather Co. vs. C.’ & Ww. 
et al.; 24183; glue stock (178 I. C. ” a 280- 

282); p. 507. 

Earth paint, dry, from Henry, Va., to C. F. 
A. territory; I. and S. 3573; p. 1278. 

Eastman, G. R., vs. N. P.; No. 23984; cedar 
posts (176 I. é. C., 465- 466); p. 65. 

Eccles, Alexander, & Co. vs. M. & O. et al.; 
No. 19599 and sub. 1; cotton; p. 1335. 

Edgerton Manufacturing Co. vs. C. of G. et 
al.; No. 23435; shipping packages (178 I. C. 
C., 453-454); p. 656. 

Egbert-Hay-Forbes Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
ae lumber (178 I. C. C., 167-168); 
p. 4 

Egyptian Tie and Lumber Co. vs. Mo. Il. 
et al.; case me mine timbers (176 I. C. 
oa 354- 358); 16. 

Egyptian Tie ane Timber Co. vs. & 
et al.; No. 23225; lumber : (176 P E .3 & 
577-583) ; p. 118. 

Egyptian Tie and Timber Co. vs. Mo. S. et 
al.; No. 23066; lumber (177 I. C. C., 503- 
509); p. 323. 

Elkhorn Collieries Corp. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
No. 24348; coal; p. 1390. 

Endicott-Johnson Corp. vs. Erie et al.; No. 
23830; scrap woodpulp board (178 I. C. C., 
151-153); p. 507. 

Engineering Sales Co. vs. G. N.; No. 23926; 
steel bars (178 I. C. C., 165-166); p. 507. 


Eternit, Inc., vs. N. O. & N. E. et al.; No. 
23402; asbestos shingles and nails (176 EM 
C., 502-504); p. 136. 

Evansville Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
A. B. & C. et al.; No. 22362; cotton piece 
goods (177 I. C. C., 520-524); p. 324. 

Evaporated Milk Assn. vs. A. & R, et al.; 
No. 21869; canned goods; p. 1103. 

Everist, L. G., Inc., vs. C. M. St. P. & P. 
et al.; No. 24506; crushed stone (178 I. 
cS. Os 174-176); p. 507. 

Excelsior Coal Co. vs. Midland Valley; No. 
= coal cars (178 I. C. C., 606-608); p. 

Falls Manufacturing Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 23924; furnace lining (178 I. C. C., 
764-766); p. 993. 

Famechon, J. C., vs. G. N. et al.; ty 24061; 
potatoes’ (178 i. c. C., 461-462); 

Famechon, J. Co. vs. U. P. HG 
> potatoes (177 I. C. C., 228- 330); P 


Farmers Pe wy Live Stock Commission vs. 
& Q. et al.; No. 22458; live stock 
Ci7s~ I. C. Cis 1-15); p. 383. 
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Farris Hardwood Lumber Co. et al. vs. L. 
& N. et al.; No. 22548; logs = AF c C., 
Federated Metals Corp. vs. M. No. 
a36ae scrap copper (176 Le Foe = 462) ; 


Federated Metals Corp. et al. vs. P. R. 
et al.; No. 16701; —- by-products ats 
ae C., 186- 188); p. 562. 

Federal Match Corp. ve. A. & W. P. ot abs 
~~ matches (178 I. C. C., 658-660); 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. M. P. et al.; 
24419; zinc residue; p. 1216 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. o B. & Q. et al.; 
No. 23667; brass ashes and skimmings (178 
‘. & = 426- * al p. 709. 
671-686); p. 871. 

Fidelity Yin Pintoai Corp. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
No. 24264; ammonium sulphate nitrate, im- 


ported (178 I. C. C., 211-212); p. 562. 
Field, Marshall, and Co. vs. Wabash; No. 
Gc. ©. Fl-i86)$ pd. 


= hosiery (178 I. 

Fifteen per cent case, 1931; Ex Parte 103; 
segmental report (179 I. C. C., 215-241); 
Dp b 


Fifteen per cent case, 1931; ex parte 103; in 
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738); p. 931. 
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p. ’ 

Fruits, citrus, from Tex. to _——- re in 
S. Dak. and related a? I. and S. 3558 
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Ginsberg Bros. vs. G. N. et No. 23935; 
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293- 296); p. 277. 

Graff- Kittanning Clay Products Co. vs. B. 
ire P. et al.; No. 24330; flue lining; p. 
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Hickman and Reilly Co., Inc., vs. I. C. et al.; 
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I. C. C., 648-648); p. 173. 
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17000, part 4 (176 I. C. C., 637-642); p. 173. 

Hoch-Smith rates on refined petroleum prod- 
ucts from, to, and between points in the 
southwest; No. 17000, part 4a (179 I. C. C., 
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2ge87: ——— products (178 I. C. C., 721- 
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therewith (176 I. C. C., 1-193); P. 174. 

Locher and Co., Inc., vs. C. & O.; No. 23538; 
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Lynchburg Iron and Metal Co. vs. C. & O. et 
al.; No. 23648, sub. 1; scrap iron (177 I. 
Cc. ‘<. 557-563); p. 381. 
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& S. F. et al.; No. 23996; tank material 
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24311; piling (178 I. C. C., 661- 663); 872. 

Manassa Timber Co. vs. A. T. & N. Bt al.; 
a tee piling (177 I. C. C., 339-341); 
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Marschali Dairy Laboratory vs. Erie et al.; 
case 23965; annatto seed (176 I. C. C., 289- 
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24450; contractors’ outfit; p. 1390. 
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Parcel post; proposed’ changes in rates af- 
fecting fourth class matter; No. 24092 (176 
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Republic Creosoting Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
Nos. 17518 and 22506; creosote oil; p. 1278. 
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11A (177 I. C. C., 621-668); p. 226. 

Sand, silica; No. 17000, part 11; Hoch-Smith 
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caretakers (176 I. Cc. Sm 635-636); p. 175. 

Skelly Oil Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; No. 
24101; steel tanks, ete. (178 I. C. C., 455- 
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; D : 
Standard Oil Co. (Ky.) vs. 


Standard Oil Co. of Calif. vs. 
et 7g No. 24498; oil (178 I. 
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Texas Co. vs. .B. A. & P. et al.; No. 23658; 
oe, 2: petroleum (176 I. C. C., 707-746); 
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case 23094, nub. 1; road material (176 I. 
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et al.; No. 22698; wheat; p. 1216. 
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Fifteen per cent case, 1931, pp. 11, 5 
167, 219, 317, 377, 441, 4438, 499, 55 
811, 857, 1267. 
Government in business; pp. 113, 925. 
Government ownership; p. 1043. 
Hoover; message to Congress; p. 1267. 
Intercoastal regulation; p. 1329. 
Land grants; p. 169. 
Marine, American Merchant; p. 441. 
Motor transport; pp. 377, 501, 987. 
National Industrial Traffic League; pp. 
1155, 1157, 1211, 1269, 1329. 
Panama Canal, railroads and; p. 927. 
Parcel post; p. 113 
Passes, railroad; p. "649. 


1097. 


1041. 


7, 113, 
5, 649, 


114, 


555, 557. 

Revenue freight loading as a_ business 
barometer; p. 

St. Lawrence canal: pp. 113, 377, 443. 

Shippers; a text for; p. 271. 


Shippers and railroads; - 2. 


Strawn, Silas H.; speech at Minneapolis; 
p. 9. 
Taxes; p. 601. 


Shipping public, the; p. 813. 
Taxes, rail and motor; pp. 
Transport inquiry, transportation 
etc.; pp. 11, 1097. 
Transportation crisis; p. 315 
Transportation institute; p. 859. 


167, 763, 1157. 
institute, 


Transportation program; pp. 269, 375, 811, 
859. 
Wages, railroad; pp. 111, 219, 375, 441. n 
Waterways; pp. 219, 441, 763, 811, 1043, 1097, 
1155, 1331. 
Woodlock articles; p. 221. 
Electric railways and electrification; pp. 642, 


728, 779, 1218. 
Elkins act fines, etc.; pp. 152, 620, eo 1402. 
Emery, G. S.; railroads and trucks; p. 1010. 
Employes, rail; pp. 154, 354, 620, 846, 1074, 1343. 
Envelopes, rates on; p. 1339. 
Equipment; condition of; pp. 102, 206, 308, 415, 
582, 690, 788, 956, 1082, 1194, 1320, 1418. 
Expedited service; p. 288. 
Explosives and other dangerous articles; pp. 
71, 469, 1058, 1402. 
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Fertilizer rates; p. 1341. 

Fiber containers; p. 1404. 

Fifteen Per Cent Case, 1931; hearings, briefs, 
arguments, etc.; pp. 23, 27, 28, 57, 61, 73, 75, 
116, 123, 130, 13i, 132, 133, 169, 171 1 3 ‘ 
189, 190, 233, 250, 273, 286, 287, 327, a 
336, 380, 389, 455, 468, 511, 522, 611, 653, 
659, 664, 666, 707, 715, 728, pea 782, 814, 859, 
862, 863 (text of decision), 935, 972, 
1045, 1046, 1060, 1111, 1113 pe Ma counter 
proposal), 1157 1159, 1224, 1225, 1273 (Sup. 
report of 1 C. C.), 1283, 1355, 1393. 


FINANCE DECISIONS OF I. C. C. 
a Great Southern bonds; 9043; p. 


Alabama, Tennessee & Northern authorized 
to issue bonds; 9005; p. 1166. 

Alton R. R. acquisition and issue of stock; 
8657; p. 119. 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe permitted to 
abandon line in Otero Co., Colo.; 8973; 
p. 1051. 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe and E. & S. F. 
authorized to operate over part of C. S.; 
7873 (supplemental report); p. 326. 

Atlantic Coast Line construction between 
Yuste and Monticello, Fla.; 8272; p. 1338. 

Baltimore & Ohio acauisition of M. J. K. & 

. R., ete.; 8818 and 8819; p. 667. 

Big Sandy & Cumberland and N. & W. con- 
struction in Pike Co., Ky., etc., approved; 
8831; p. 66. 

Blytheville, Lenchville & Arkansas Southern 
excess income; 3641; p. 1050. 

Boston and Maine authorized to issue stock; 
9031; p. 1218. 

Bracken, Ed. P., authorized to hold position 
of director of G. M. & N.; 9000; p. 994. 
Bremmer, W. H., receiver of M. & St. L., 
authorized to issue certificates; 8999; p. 994. 
Buffalo & Susquehanna control; 8946; p. 1162. 
Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh control; 

8947; p. 1162. 

Burlington-Rock Island R. R. Co. authorized 
to operate cver facilities in Galveston Co., 
Tex.; 8825; p. 66. 

Canton R. R. excess income; 3654: p. 378. 

Carolina R. R. abandonment in Lewis and 
Greene Cos., N. C.; 8606: p. 119 


Central of Georgia authorized to issue bonds; 
9061; p. 1391. 

Central Pacific abandonment in Mineral Co., 
Nev.; 8932; p. 714. 

— Ry. of Ark. excess income; 3659; p. 


Central Ry. Co. of Ark. authorized to aban- 
don line in Yell Co., Ark; 8546; p. 656. 

arma = City Western bonds approved; 8889; 
p. , 

Charles City Western Ry. maturity of bonds; 
1283; p. 281. Sup. report; p. 384. 

Chesapeake & Ohio authorized to abandon 
branch line in Montgomery and Menifee 
Cos., Ky.; 8226; p. 384. 

Chesapeake & Ohio authorized to —_.*Y line 
in — and Mercier Cos., W. ; 8860; 
Pp. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy authorized to 
operate over Rock Island in Gage Co., 
Neb., etc.; 8943; p. 822. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincey permitted to 
abandon portion of branch in Henry and 
Lee Cos., Ia., etc.; 8989; p. 1218. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy authorized to 
operate over Rock Island in Burlington, 
a.; 9018; p. 1391. 

Chicago & Eastern IIl., authorized to pledge 
security for notes; 1146 (second Sup. re- 
port); p. 934. 

Chicago Heights Terminal, 
income; 3671; p. 1220. 
Chicago & Illinois Midland authorized to 

issue equipment notes; 8875; p. 178. 

Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville bonds; 
7325 (sup. report); p. 66. 

Chicago, Indianapolis . 
authorized; 7987; p. 822 

Chicago, Indianapolis & <r author- 
ized to issue bonds; 8993; p. 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. eal” & Pacific 
authorized to abandon line in Vilas Co., 
Wis.; 8652; p. 931. 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific 
authorized to operate over line of N. P. 
in Cowlitz and Lewis Cos., Wash.; 8484 
and 8666 (Sup. report); p., 934. 

Cc. M. St. P. & P. acquisition of port interest 
in L. P. & N. approved; 8666; p. 66. 

Chicago & North Western authorized to 
issue bonds; 8990; p. 1218. 

Chicago & North’ Western authorized to 
assume obligation; 9015; p. 1166. 

Chicago & North Western abandonment of 
branch in Deta and Marquette Cos., Mich., 
approved; 8890; p. 876. 

Chicago & North Western bonds authorized; 
8975; p. 822. 

Chicago & North Western bonds approved; 
8822; p. 566. 

& North Western abandonment in 
Dodge Co., Minn., approved; 8804; p. 228. 

Chicago and North Western authorized to 
issue bonds; 8886; p. 178. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pac. abandonment in 
Grade Co., Okla., approved; 8838; p. 66. 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific authorized 
to abandon use of N. O. T.. & M. terminal 

facilities; 8872; p. 326. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific a 2. - 
abandon operation over C. Q. 
Clinton and Clay counties, Mo.; Pessi: p. 384. 


transfer excess 


Louisville bonds 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pac. authorized to 
construct connection with D. R. I. & N., 
etc.; 8961; p. 1051. 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
authorized to assume liability; 9039; p. 1280. 

Chicago, West Pullman & Southern excess 
income; 606; p. 1280. 

Cincinnati Union Terminal Co. authorized 
to issue bonds, etc.; 9044, and sub. Nos. 
1 to 7; p. 1280. 

Cincinnati Union Terminal Co. 
8913; p. 1391. 

Cleveland & Pittsburgh authorized to issue 
bonds; 8902; p. 450. 


Dansville & Mount Morris bond maturity ex- 
tended; 8978; p. 876. 

Darnell, J. D., lessee of Batesville South- 
western, excess income; 3627; p. 1166. 

oo < pneeeees R. R. deficit status; 6289; 
Pp. a 

Denver & Rio Grande Western permitted to 
abandon Calcite branch; 8929; p. 1218. 

Denver & Salt Lake Western construction of 
Dotsera cut-off; 4555 (sup. report); p. 609. 

Detroit and Mackinac authorized to issue 
bonds; 9046; p. 1341. 

Detroit, Toledo & Ironton proposed control 
of by Penna., etc.; 8683; p. 279. 

Detroit, Toledo & Ironton unification; 8683; 
p. 105 

Directorate, interlocking, application of Frank 
C. Rand; 8152, and sub. No.; p. 769. 

Doniphan, Kensett & Searcy control; 8955; 
p. 1163. 

Elk ee Kanawha deficit status; 6267; 
Pp. . 

Elkhart & Santa Fe authorized to issue 
bonds; 8694; p. 822. 

Elkin & Alleghany permitted to abandon line 
in bs aad and Wilkes Cos., N. C.; 8888; 
p. 

aman Painesville & Eastern application 
to construct extension; 6207 (supplemental 
report); p. 120. 

Fairport, Painesville & Eastern stock issue 
denied; 8877; p. 1106. 

Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville authorized 
to issue notes; 9041; p. 1341. 

Fort Worth & ‘Denver Northern authorized 
to construct in Gray Co., Tex.; 8776; p. 66. 

Franklin, Walter S., authorized to hold office 
of president of Wabash and A. A.; 7121, 
sub, No. 1; p. 994. 


Gainesville & Northwestern abandonment in 
a * ae White Cos., Ga., authorized; 8865; 
p. 931. 

Galveston, Harrisburg & San Antonio aban- 
donment; 8874; p. 1163. 

Georgia, Southwestern & Gulf excess income; 
3744; p. 325. 

Georgia Southwestern & Gulf authorized to 
issue notes; 8876; p. 20. 

Great Northern operation over line of S. P. 
and construction in Klamath Co., Ore.; 
7439 (sup. report); p. 566. 

Great Northern authorized to construct line, 
etc., in Deschutes Co., Ore.; 8747; p. 178. 

Groveton, Lufkin & Northern abandonment 
in Trinity Co., Tex., etc.; 8629; p. 610. 

Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe authorized to 
control part of P. N.; 4273; p. 1112. 

Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe authorized to 
abandon operation over line of St. L. S. W. 
in McLennan Co., Tex.; 8951; p. 934. 


Illinois Terminal authorized to abandon oper- 

ation over part of St. L. & A.; 9030; p. 1391. 

~——r & Eastern excess income; 3774 
220. 

Seltereen R. R. acquisition and Erie oper- 
ation of line in Honesdale, Pa.; 8956; 
p. 1051. 

Kansas City Terminal Ry. construction; 8480 
and 8096; p. 280. 

Kelley’s Creek & Northwestern excess in- 
come; 4421; p. 1280. 

Kenan, , * and Scott M. Loftin, receiv- 
ers of F. E. C., authorized to issue cer- 
tificates; 8997; p. 

Kentucky ‘of Indiana Terminal bonds author- 
ized; 8808 (sup. report); p. 

— Decatur & Eastern Oe tatens 8609; 


p. 280. 

Lehigh Valley joint yids. of the O. R. Ry. 
authorized; 8990; 1112. 

Lehigh Valley auiewined to pledge bonds; 
3511; p. 1280. 

Long Island R. R. Co. abandonment; finance 
7353 (sup. report); p. 17. 

Louisiana. & — renewal of notes; 
8526 (sup. report); p. 

Louisville & Nashville cs of bonds, etc., 
approved; 8966; p. 773. 

Louisville '& Nashville bonds authorized; 
8895; &: 326. 

Maine Central authorized to acquire Upper 
Coos R. R., etc.; 8861; p. 326. 

Marinette, Tomahawk & Western abandon- 
ment in Lincoln Co., Wis.; 8910; p. 1339. 

Michigan Central acquisition; 6613; p. 281. 

Michigan Central authorized to extend line 
in Grand Rapids, etc.; 8368; p. 876. 

Middle Fork R. R. acquisition in Randolph 
o., W. Va.; 8551; p. 384. 

Mississippi Eastern authorized Phas abandon 
line in Clark Co., Miss.; 8807; 66. 

Missouri Pacific acquisition of B. x. & &.; 
8533; p. 1163. 

Missouri Pac. control over C. & M. V. ap- 
proved; 8871; p. 178. 

Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie 
abandonment in Langdale Co., Wis., ap- 
proved; 8829; p. 66. 


securities; 


Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie 
authorized to issue notes; 8935; p, 450. 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie 
bonds; 8911; p. 281. 

Morris & Essex authorized to issue bonds, 
etc.; 8801; p. 178. 

New England T. & T. Co. control of North- 
ern Tel. Co. approved; 8963; p. 994. 

New England T. & T. cy of Central 
Tel. Co. approved; 8868; 

New York Central authorined —g issue bonds; 
9056; p. 1391. 

New York Central abandonment of Hinckley 
branch authorized; 7431 7. report); p. 66. 

New York, Chicago & St. L. bonds approved; 
8952; pp. 714 and 1218. 

New York Tel. Co. acquisition of Central 
Bridge Tel. Co.; 9022; p. 1280. 

Nicholas, Fayette & Greenbrier authorized 
to acquire Sewell Valley, etc.; 8901; p. 1280. 

Northern Alabama Ry. authorized to aban- 
don Riverton branch; 8775; p. 1218. 

—- Pacific abandonment, etc.; 8755; Dp. 


Northern Pacific construction near Woodrow 
authorized; 7707; p. 119. 

Northern Pacific et al. acquisition of part 
interest in L. P. & N. approved; 8484; p. 66. 

North Plains & Santa Fe bonds approved; 
8880; p. 281. 

Northeast Oklahoma control by Missouri Pa- 
cific; 8645; p. 1390. 

Oil — Short Line excess income; 8653; 
p. 1220. 

Oregon Electric Ry. Co. proposed construc- 
tion and acquisition; 8206 and 8207; p. 1217. 

Oregon Short Line R. R. abandonment in 
Lincoln Co., Wyo., approved; 8848; p. 120. 

Oregon-Washington R. R. & Nav. Co. con- 
ditionally authorized to abandon Home- 
stead branch, etc.; 8256; p. 508. Sup. re- 
port, p. 769. 

Panhandle & Santa Fe acquisition of C. & 
O. W., etc.; 6852; p. 566. 

Panhandle & Santa Fe enon, of part of 
P. & N.; 4275 (sup. report); p. 610. 

Panhandle & Santa Fe control of K. C. M. 
& O. of Tex.; 7498 (sup. report); p. 667. 

Panhandle & Santa Fe control of S. P. & 
S. F..; 5226 (sup. report); p. 610. 

Panhandle & Santa Fe acquisition of Pecos 
River; 6041 (sup. report); p. 

eg & Philadelphia excess income; 3884; 
p. 71 

Pennsylvania, Ohio & Detroit authorized to 
issue bonds, etc.; 8863; p. 384. 

Petersborough & Hillsborough application to 
extend maturity dates; 5837; p. 178. 


Pere Marquette excess income; 3886; p. 325. 

Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washington au- 
thorized to issue bonds; 8992; Pp: 934, 

Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washington au- 
thorized to issue bonds, etc.; 9004; p. 112. 

Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washington bonds 
approved, etc.; 8845; p. 281. 

Pigeon River Ry. authorized to abandon line 
in Haywood Co., N. C.; 8962; p. 994. 

Pittsburgh & West Va. authorized to aban- 
don line in Pittsburgh, Pa.; 8949; p. 769. 

Pittsburgh & W. Va. issue of short term 
notes approved; 8641; p. 228. 

Portland Terminal Co. authorized to issue 
bonds, etc.; 8866; p. 21. 

Powell, Legh R., and E. W. Smith, receivers 
of Atlantic Coast Line, authorized to use 
proceeds of stock sale; 7818; p. 384. 


Rand, Frank C., interlocking directorate ap- 
plication; 8152, and sub-No.; ; p. 769. 

Rio Grande & Eagle Pass Ry. control by N. 
O. T. & M. authorized; 8482; p. 66. 

Rio Grande Eastern abandonment in Sando- 
val Co., N. M.; 8916; -. 

Rockcastle River Ry. a +. over L. 
& N., etc.; 8615; p. 178. 

Roscoe, Snyder & Pacific stock approved; 
7294 (sup. report); p. 773. 


Sacremento Northern proposed construction 
denied; 8276; p. 228. 

San Antonio & Aransas Pass authorized to 
abandon, and T. & N. O. branch in Gon- 
zales and Calwell Cos., Tex.; 8873; pp. 1341 
and 1391. 

Seaboard Air Line Co. loan to S. B. L. ap- 
proved; 2149; p. 178. 

Seaboard Air Line abandonment of part of 
St. Mark’s branch; 8823; p. 1339. 

Seaboard Air Line authorized to abandon 
branch in Jefferson and Taylor Cos., Fla.; 
8824; p. 876. 

Seaview Avenue Industrial Ry. abandonment 
—_ lo Haven operation; 8857 and 8858; 
p 

Southern Pacific Co. permitted to abandon 
part of line in Washington and Multno- 
mah Cos., Ore.; 8988; p. 1218. 

Southern Pacific Co. proposed acquisition; 
8305; p. 1217. 

Stanley Works abandonment in Brttaagert. 
Conn., authorized; 8857 and 8858; Lp © 

Stepenson, W., receiver of Mo. & No. ie, 
issue of certificates approved; S394: Dp. 228. 

St. Louis-San Francisco authorized to issue 
bonds, etc.; 8867; p. 20. Authorized to issue 
bonds; 8771, 8779, 8780, 8781 and 8782; p. 20. 

St. Louis-San Francisco securities; 6070 (sup. 
report); p. 1341 

St. Louis-San Francisco authorized to issue 
— etc.; 8971, 8985, 8986 and 8987; p. 

St. Louis Southwestern authentication and 
delivery of bonds; 8820; p. 178. 











Finance Decisions 





St. Louis Southwestern authorized to issue 
bonds; 8931; p. 

St. Louis Southwestern of Tex. control of 
G. N. & S. T.; 3459; p. 21. 

Strawn, Silas H., “Oo to _ director 
of Alton R. R. Co.; 9009; 1048 

Susquehanna & New York ‘suthoriaed to issue 
debentures; 8803; p. 326. 

Texas & New Orleans R. 
8620 and 8791; p. 280. 

Texas & New Orleans abandonment in Jef- 
fersén Co., Tex.; 8945; p. 822. 

Texas & New Orleans, etc., extension of 
operations approved; 8755; p. 228. 

Texas & New Orleans and M. L. & T. R. 
& S. S. Co. abandonment in West PRs 
Rouge and E. Baton Rouge parishes, La.; 
8842; p. 714. 

Toledo, Angola & Western excess income; 
4742; p. 1280. 

Tennessee Central authorized to issue bonds; 
8898; p. 326 

Tuckerton R. R. excess income; 3957; p. 508. 

Twin City R. R. authority to operate in in- 
terstate commerce disapproved; 8579; p. 66. 

United Rys. Co. authorized to construct, ete. he 
——— Co., Ore.; 8846 and 8847; p. 

Western Pacific operation over line of S. P. 
or Co., Cal.; 7110 (sup. report); p. 


be Pacific authorized to issue bonds; 

o p. 

Western Pacific California construction and 
Western Pacic operation; 7025 and 7364; 
p. 1390. 

West Virginia Midland authorized to aban- 
don line in Braxton and Webster Cos., W. 

a.; 8981; p. 1051. 

Wyandotte Terminal R. R. excess income; 
3998; p. 450. 

Yazoo & Mississippi 


R. operation, etc.; 


Valley authorized to 


abandon line in Bolivar and Sunflower 
Cos., Miss.; 8904; p. 932. 

Youngstown & Suburban Ry. operation; 8928; 
p. 1051. 

FINANCE-ORDERS, BRIEFS, HEARINGS, 
ETC. (NOT DECISIONS). SEE ALSO 


CONSOLIDATION. 


Baton Rouge Bridge case; No. 8179; p. 710. 

Del _ and Northern application; No. 8996; 
p. q 

— Pacific construction; No. 7707; p. 


Pere Marquette excess earnings; p. 609. 
Pontchartrain R. R. abandonment; p. 558. 
R. F. & P. excess income; pp. 272, 325. 


Foreign trade; pp. 294, 958. 

—— companies; regulation of; pp. 1180, 

Forwarding companies consolidate; p. 1088. 

Fourth section rates; pp. 379, 882, 892. 

Freeland, J. W.; president Traffic Club of 
Cleveland: p. 92. 

Freight Claims Division, A. R. A.; 1061. 

Fuel, railroad; pp. 82, 260, 354, 432, "484, 682, 
972, 1190. 

Fulbright, R. C.; program for transportation 
legislation; p. 823. 

Galveston, port of; pp. 672, 1296. 

Gas transportation: p. 779. 

Gasoline rail revenue; pp. 317, 469. 

Gold bullion; rates on; p. 874. 

Government in business; pp. 223, 532. 

Government ewe pp. 1059, 1101. 

Grape car plan; p 

Great Northern California 
239, 614. 

Hallmark, H. C.; “‘beyond reasonable doubt’; 
p. 416; gasoline tax; p. 469. 

Hart, I. W.; motor truck service; p. 800. 

Hartley, J. F.; government ownership of rail- 
roads; p. 

Hennepin Canal; 344, 

Hoch-Smith cotton: Ppp. 62, 173, 380, 886, 1342. 

Hoch-Smith cottonseed: p. 1221, 

Hoch-Smith pe egg Ry Me 

Hoch-Smith grain 70, 116, 172, 231, 
278, 319, 336, 378, 463. “782, "928, 941, 1006, 1054, 
1112, 1163, 1221 

Hoch-Smith od pp. 821, 1221. 

Hoch-Smith live stock; pp. 174, 606, 782, 822, 
886, 1054, 1104, 1386. 

Hoch- Smith petroleum; pp. 173, 282, 566, 614, 
886, 1007, 1047. 

Hoch- -Smith sand and gravel; pp. 226, 886, 1007, 


extension; pp. 


Holding companies; pp. 1290, 1356. 
Hoover and transportation; pp. 1269, 1346, 1393. 
a Secretary of War; annual report; 


1234. 

m ‘Chamber of Commerce; p. 787. 

Inspection certificates; p. 296. 

Intercoastal rail rates: pp. 1339, 1392. 

Intercoastal steamship traffic regulation of, 
etc.; pp. 84, 137, 24 527, 623, 827, 891, 1016, 
1066, 1182, 1229, 1283, 1295, 1353, 1403. 

Iron and steel rates: Pp. 17, 115, 473, 779, 940. 

Johnston, J. H.; pooling traffic and ees: 
p. 525; regional advisory boards, p. 800 

Kaw Valley Potato Growers’ case; p. 996. 

Klein, Julius; views on railroads; p. 999. 

Lake ‘navigation; p. 1062. 

Lake and rail rates; p. 1280. 

Land grants to railroads; p. 742. 

Libraries, transportation; p. 920. 

Lighterage: N. J. case; pp. 138, 250, 784, 1125. 








Lindsey, H. T.; 
Club; p. 1318. 
Loading and packing methods; p. 1227. 

Toans to carriers: n. 1346. 
Locomotive ory p. 1343. 
Long Beach, port of; 

Los ‘Angeles, port of; >. 29. 


president Houston Traffic 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS 


Am. Nat. Bank of Lawton vs. J. Rosen- 
baum Grain Co. et al (Okla.); p. 135. 

Am. Ry. Express Co. vs. Cole san ds p. 1344. 

A. C. L. vs. Hogrede (Ga.); 779 

Bank of Phila. and Trust Co. vs. Wabash 
(Pa.); p. 1293. 

Brandon vs. Power (Mo.); p. 941. 

China Fire Ins. Co., Ltd., vs. Davis (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 565. 

Cincinnati Machinery and Supply Co. vs. 
Erie £°x)? p. 1293. 

a. , S.’F. vs. Galbraith (Tex.); p. 191. 

oF, vs. Western Union (N ars p. 667. 

Hamway vs. S. A. L. rae | D- 1005 

ee Co. et al. va. S. P. (Fed. Ct.); 


tase’ Waterways Corp. et al. vs. Gloss- 
Sheffield Steel & Iron Co. (Ala.); p. 1169. 
Inland Waterways Corp. vs. Hallet & Carey 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1177. 
Jennings vs. Mo. Pac. et al. (La.); p. 21. 
Makransky vs. Weston (Pa.); p. 621. 
= vs. Christiana Ferry Co. (Del.); p. 


PR, R. vs. Windfall Grain Co. (Ind.); p. 

Ry. Express Agency vs. E. Rouw Co. (Ark.); 
Dp. 

St. Louis B. M. vs. ‘Gey p (Tex.); p. 621. 

S. A. L. vs. Roberds (Ga.); 779. 


Southern Ry. vs. tabesnntional Vegetable 
Oil Co. (Ga.); p. 779. 

Southern Ry. vs. Frank De Latour, Inc. 
(Ala.); p. 191. 


Spears et al. vs. Mo. Pac. (Ark.); p. 283. 
Terry vs. P. R. R. (Del.); p. 1344. 
Texas & N. O. vs. Binswanger & Co.; p. 


779. 

T. & N. O. vs. Houston os p. 71. 

N. S. Fire Ins. Co. of N. Y. vs. St. L. B. M. 
(Tex.); p. 727 

Wiersma vs. C. N. W. (Ia.); p. 1293. 


Wiederin vs. C. N. W. (Ja.); p. 283. 
Wilson and Toomer Fertilizer Co. vs. A. C. 
L. (Fla.); p. 727. 


Lumber oem. etc.; pp. 46, 614, 690. 

Mabie, . iggptesident Traffic Club of 
Memphis; 

Malone, H. 8.; "— loading barometer; p. 728. 

Marine, American merchant; pp. 30, + 88, 729, 
784, 785, 830, 958, 1018, 1122, Pie3t" 1234, 1295, 
1296, 1354, 1355. 

Marine insurance; p. 342. 

ee O. W.; forcing business to trucks; 
p. 468. 


MATERIALS, HANDLING OF 


Box-strapping machines; pp. 1004, 1236. 
“= cargo; handling on Great Lakes; p. 
Chicago Tribune intra-warehouse railroad; 


p. ‘ 
Skidding shipments across the lakes; p. 1001. 
Switching by electric truck; p. 410. 

Tiering truck, electric; p. 204. 

Truck, jak-tung; p. 526. 


McFadden, Congressman; future of the rail- 
roads; p. 191. 
— board of; pp. 88, 134, 1291, 1292, 


Meyers, W. L.; president Traffic Club of 
Tulsa; p. 1416. 


MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS. 


ee al. vs. Director General (Fed. Ct.); 

p. a 

Ashbury Truck Co. vs. 
(Calif.); p. 1117. 

A. & 8. va._U. 8. (Calif.): 


Calif. Commission 


=. Ti. 


A. T. & S. F. et al. vs. Arizona Grocery Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 135. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. vs. R. R. Commission 


et al. (Calif.); p. 21. 
‘ot O. vs. State Commission (Ind.); p. 


‘Blease vs. Safety Transit Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


Dp. . i 
a Stages vs. State Commission (0O.); 


p. ° 

Carleton Mining and Power Co. vs. W. Va. 
Northern (W. Va.); p. 253. 

. & Q. vs. Ill. Commission (Ill.); p. 

Collins-Dietz-Morris Co. vs. State Commis- 
sion (Okla.); p. 192. 

Davis vs. Ferguson (La.); p. 727. 

El Paso & S. W. R. R. vs. Arizona Com- 
mission (Ariz.); p. 941. 

Erie vs. Ohio commission (Ohio); p. 1053. 

G M. & N. et al. vs. Merchants Specialty 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 337. 
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oe and T. C. vs. Johnson (Tex.); p. 
-_"* state commission investigation (Idaho) ; 


621. 
Sadtion Valley R. R. vs. U. S. et al. 


(Calif.) ; 
p. 1169. 
— vs. Me. Cent. et al. (Me.); pp. 135, 
19. 


Kennedy vs. McMullen (Fed. Ct.); p. 192. 


Kiantone, town of, vs. West Ridge Trans. 
Co., Inc. GN. Y.); p. 732. 

— vs. Carolina Coach Co. (N. C.); p. 
337. 

— State of, vs. Trimble (Mo.); p. 
192. 

N. og St. L. vs. Winters Bros. (Ala.); 
p. 283. 

N. American Coal Corp. vs. W. & L. E. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 72. 

Ohio Commission vs. P. R. R. (O.); p. 191. 

P. & R. vs. Taylor (Pa.); p. 1293. 

Piedmont & Northern; I. C. C. et al. vs. 
(S. C.);_p. 1005. 

Pinehurst Peach Co., Inc., vs. N. S. (N. C.); 
p. 337. 


Platte Sand and Gravel Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
(Neb.); p. 1343. 


oo oe Interstate Trans. Co. (N. Y.); 

p 

Quality, Realty Co. vs. Wabash (Fed. Ct.); 
p 

Robinson vs. Wolverton Auto Bus Co. 


(Wash.); p. 283. 
San Juan Coal & Coke Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 


(N. M.); p. 782. 
Schmocle vs. Atlantic City R. Co. (N. J.); 


p. 191 


ae Corp. vs. Mo. Pac. (Mo.); 

e o. 

adutharn Pacific vs. state commission 
(Ariz.); p. 1117. 

S. Pacific Co. vs. Grangers Business Assn. 
(Calif.); p. 622. 

Sproles vs. Binford (Tex.); p. 1293. 


Texas Motor Coaches, Inc., vs. Texas com- 


mission (Tex.); p. 1053. 


Texas Steel Co. vs. Ft. W. & D. C. et al. 
(Tex.); p. 565. 

Updike Grain Corp. vs. St. L.-S. F. (Fed. 
cpt Me. Bees 

Utica-Clayville Bus Co. vs. Waite (N. Y.); 
me. 25a. 

wPaiwama2.¢ €&. @. cd: wo. Oe. 

Whitehead vs. state commission (N. J.); p. 
1343. 

Williamson-Inman Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. 
(Ga.); p. 1223. 

Y. M. V. vs. A. Marx & Sons (La.); p. 192. 


Milwaukee, port of; 673. 

Miss. Valley Aguociation: p. 1186. 
Moore, A. G. T.; problem of ex parte 
250; job for advisory boards; p. 680. 
Morris, T. Y.; president Chattanooga 
and ‘Transportation Club; p. 906. 


103; p. 
Traffic 


MOTOR VEHICLE TRANSPORTATION — 
HIGHWAYS (See also store door delivery.) 


Alabama legislation; pp. 239, 530. 
Alabama regulation; pp. 32, 470. 


Bingaman, J. R.; regulation of trucks; p. 
418. 

Busses; fares, service, competition with 
railroads, etc.; pp. 79, 239, 341, 860, 1046, 
1127, 1397. 


California laws; p. 32. 

Chicago; truck ‘in terminal work; p. 619. 

Chicago Terminals Corporation; p. 341. 

Columbia Motors, Ins.; p. 615. 

Commission’s annual report; p. 1283. 

Cotton by truck; pp. 530, 574, 619, 778, 836, 
895, 972, 1013, 1127, 1178. 

Cottonseed rates; p. 1058. 

Emery, G. S.; railroads and trucks; p. 1007. 

Express packages by bus; p. 574. 

Fruits and vegetables by trucks; p. 1076. 

Gasoline tax; p. 778. 

Georgia regulation; p. 619. 

Hart, I. W.; motor truck service; p. 800. 

Highway grade crossings; p. 896. 

Highway, inter-American; pp. 152, 895. 

Highway transportation coordinating; p. 615. 

Highways; improvement of, employment on, 


oes pp. 198, 674, 725, 778, 896, 1127, 1349, 

1 » 

ers: federal aid for; pp. 48, 725, 1291, 
1 . 


Highways, rural; cost of; p. 896. 

Illinois highway bill; p. 193. 

Illinois legislation; p. 239. 

Indiana motor transport; p. 1236. 

Joyce, bean’ F.; highway cost discrimination; 
p. 1178 

Live stock by truck; p. 1078. 


Missouri regulation; pp. 414, 1349. 
Motor Express, Inc., Cleveland; pp. 721, 778. 
Motor transport; the place of; p. 721. 

Motor vehicle statistics; p. 81. 
National Motor Truck Operators’ 


53 i 

National Industrial Traffic League on high- 
way transportation; p. 1108. 

Ohio regulation; pp. 414, 605. 

Oil truck competition; pp. 1011, 1078, 1282. 

Railroad bus and truck operation; pp. 81, 
et 292, 522, 574, 1013, 1347, 1349, 1395, 
1397. 


Assn.; p. 
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S. Carolina regulation; pp. 605, 619. Alpena Leather Corp. vs. Penna. et al.; case Ky., Ala., and Tenn. to Mississippi Valley; 

St. Louis; trucking at; pp. 470, 606, 778, 895, 24355; tanning extract; p. 875. fourth sec. applic. 601 and others; p. 229. 
930, 1012 Alston Coal Co. vs. Big Four et al.; case Coal, bituminous, intrastate, between points 

Taxation; pp. 239, 292, 338, 530, 775, 778, 787, 24090, and sub-No.; power shovel parts; in lll.; case 23130, and cases joined there- 
895, 960, 992, 1302. p. 510. with; p. 771. 

Texas regulation, ete.: pp. 414, 470, 675, 777, Alton Grain divisions; case 22487; p. 379 and Coal from Ala. mines to Memphis; I. and S. 
895, 896, 960, 1012, "1076, 1137, 1178, 1236, 385. 3585, also 21767, Brilliant Coal Co. et al. 
1302. Alturus Trading Co. vs. Milwaukee et al.; vs. I. C. et al. (further hearing); coal; 

Tractor service, N. Y. to Chicago; p. 1011. case 24106; agricultural implements; p. 607. p. 454. 

Tractor, industrial, as a switch engine; American Book Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case Coal to Virginia points; case 23842, and 
p. 235. 24154; school books; p. 180. others joined therewith; p. 1049. 

Truck body tariffs; pp. 836, 1013, 1076. American Cigar Box Lumber Co. vs. N. & Cobb-Gwynn Tobacco Co., Inc., vs. A. C. 

Truck regulation and competition with rail- W. et al.; case 24353; poplar logs; p. 875. L. et al.; case 23700; leaf tobacco; p. 454. 
roads; pp. 31, 32, 62, 81, 115, 239, 250, 319, American Popcorn Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; Colorado Portland Cement Co. et al. vs. 
416, 468, 605, 675, 778, 787, 836, 860, 1046, case 24132; shelled popcorn; p. 772. Santa Fe et al.; case 24339; cement, etc.; 
1127, 1174, 1397, 1398, 1406. American Salpa Corp. vs. Penna.; case p. 1338. 

Truck, electric; switching by; p. 410. 24347; scrap leather; p. 279. Columbia Clay Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 

Truck, ferry, service; p. ‘1011. American Scrap Material Co. et al. vs. A. case 23928; sewer pipe; p. 454. 

Truck; milk tank; p. 470. & Y. et al.; case 23833; scrap iron; p. 1338. Concord C. of C. Fret. Traf. Dept. vs. B. & 

Truck profits; p. 836. American Tar Products Co. vs. L. & N.; A. et al.; case 24539; hammered granite; 

Truck rates; p. 223. case 24397; creosote oil; p. 712. p. 1162. 

Truck, refrigerator; p. 339. Annapolis Lead Co. vs. I. C. et al.; case Consolidated Cottonseed Operating Co. et al. 

Turney, J. R., address at A. T. C. of A. 24067; screened coal; p. 324. vs. O. & M. Ry. & B. Co. et al.; case 
convention; p. 949. Anniston Traffic Bur. vs. L. & N. et al.; 23671; cottonseed; p. 993. 

case 24044; fruits and vegetables; p. 563. Consolidated Southwestern cases; docket 
Archer-Daniels-Midland Co. vs. C. & A. et 13535, —_ ae applic. 14144; steel 

“rman: ido r ‘ al.; case 24406; linseed oil; p. 993. to southwest; p. 6/ 
Yo Herman; presifent, N. 1 Tf. 1; — = peng J Assn. a al. vs. a So sheet oO “a 1864, Gopher 
} hy 4 : si N. J J e e et al.; case 23145, and cases joine weights on; case also opher 
4 > 1: Se B.S therewith; sheep and goats; p. 1338. State Canneries, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. 
National Assn. of Railroad and Utilities Com- Arling-Funch Lumber Co. vs. C. & G. et al.; et al.; No. 21808, Michigan Canners’ Asso- 
missioners; convention at Richmond; pp. 877, case 24610; lumber; p. 1338. ciation vs. A. A. et al.; No. 21870. Akin 

929, 937. Armour & Co. et al. vs. A. & R. et al.; case Brothers Canning Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 

National Industrial Traffic League: pp. 133, 22587; fresh meats and packing house F. et al.; No, 21926, Evaporated Milk As- 

823, 1107 (annual meeting in Chicago). products in the south; p. 19. sociation vs. A. & R. et al; I, and S. 

New Jersey Industrial Traffic League; pp. 12, Armour & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case No. 3307, cans, iron, steel, or tin, in 






993. Illinois and W. T. territories, and between 













































































296, 522. 24351; figured tin plate; p. “ : : 
New Orleans, port of; pp. 622, 1022. Armour & Co. et al. vs. Director-Genl., as those territories and central territory; I. 
New Orleans terminal unification; p. 172. agent, C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 15914 and S. No. 3297, classification ratings and 
New York; port of; p. 320. _ (on further hearing); reparation on live rer seg weights on — — and — 
New York class rates; p. 1053. stock; p. 933. 4 5 gs oo in o veer! poco ig ms 
N. Y. shippers’ conference; pp. 234, 604, 890, Ash Fork Live Stock Co. et al. vs. Santa ple —s oe gir oo pect Ng 
17.1083 1306. , , ; ns ~ et al.; case 24427; sheep and goats; p. ws "wae s i — my 

ewspaper supplements; rates on; p. 996. 1338. - : : 
Nicaraguan Canal; pp. 242, 831, 1354. Astrup Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et _al.; case metal agape ee ya — 
Nielson, R. M.; cooperation as to wages; 23883; cotton fabrics, etc.; p. 933. a's oy icial —— — shag 

_P. 1342, ; 7 Augusta-Savannah Line vs.’ A. G. S. et al.; qithi - o- e extent : ar? the mies fae 
N. & W. coal mine accounts; p. 1005. = case 23950; through routes and joint rates; Within tne scope Of this smvestigation. 
Norman, J. V.; reasonable rates; pp. 1007, Dp. 67. I. and S, No. 3088, cans, iron, steel or tin, 
Guan freight earnings; p. 140 sy “Eg i S033, aes die eo eet oe cede tiene saeeaitan = Suan eae 
Ocean mail contracts; pp. 31, 140, 411, 784, pl GT: nee aaa a tory, heard cooperatively with Illinois Com- 

1014, 1022. ‘ ee . merce Commission case No. : i. an 
Ocean theft and pilferage: p. 196. = —? Inc., et al. Pag: Postal Telegraph S. No. 3130, southwestern rates; I. and S. 
Operating revenues and expenses; pp. 558, 825, “a 19. Co.; case 24102; rates and charges; No. 3828, cancellation of ratings, ” emmy 

\ ee tg F bs carriers or containers, returned, tween 
Pa Terminal Warehouse Co., Los An- Bagging, cotton baling, ties, and buckles to, points in W. T. L. territory; I. and S. No. 
geles; p. 78. from, and between points in Southern ter- 3423, empty returned carriers, bottles, bar- 
Packaging; p. 644. ritory; I. and 'S. 3407, and cases Joined | els, drums, Texas and Oklahoma to. Colo- 
Packing and loading methods; p. 1227. 2 A ar +P. Oéo. rado, ratings, etc., in all territories; p. 451. 
Packing, interior; p. 1227. i" ee gg gy ag ge Continental Car Co., Inc., of Calif. et al. vs. 
Packing for export shipment; p. te ee git: Pgs Se _ Oly Sten : Santa Fe et al.; case ; tinplate, cans 
de ; 2 9 9 S. 3608, same to Casper, Wyo.; case 23765, ‘ P § 
PUR STS, G26, G73, 729, 730, 785" 960.1119" 1184, B. W. Randolph, Inc., vs. G.'C. & S._F. Gumtemnel Roll & Steel Foundry Co. et al. 

1235. r ; : , : . < et al., and fourth sec. ‘applic. 14290; p. 563. vs. N. ¥. CG. et al.; case 24144, also 24291, 
Parcel post; rates, etc.; pp. 117, 292, 904, 972, wae al naa ee cel som vs. Santa Fe National-Erie Co. vs. N. Y. C.; sand; p. 

1138, 1172, 1424. al.; cas 5U; Ccantaloupes S; 875. 

Passenger service; abandonment, fares, im- Pp. 385. Cornplanter Lumber Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 

provement, etc.; pp. 32, 79, 116, 193, 212, 292, Barteldes Seed Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.: case 24295; chestnut poles; p. 772. 

574, 619, 705, 890, 931, 972, 996, 1007, 1126, case 24312; cane seed; p. 607. Costello, Louis E., as Central Garage et al. 

1402. ap cere HS 4 & Paper Co. vs. ay O. et al.; vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 24318; p. 325. 
Passes, railroad; 682. case 24215; waste paper; p. 713. Cotton baling ties and buckles i th 
Pelley, J. J.; pellinaies before Ill. Chamber of Belleville, Tll., City of, et al. vs. I. C. et al.; pe A 4 and S. 3437 con teeter Game 

Commerce: p. 787. pee Miah and er: class and com- ing); p. 875. 

Perry, M. D.; president Traffic and Trans- modity rates; p. Joo. t henandoah Co.; 23855, y 
portation yrs of Pittsburg; p. 92. Best Brick Co, vs. Southern et al.; case ee? ane a a oe 

Perishable freight investigation; p. 930. 24283, and sub-No.: brick; p. 1105. Cross Mountain Sheep Co. et al. vs. Santa 

Petroleum rates (See also Hoch- Smith); pp. Birmingham Ice & Cold Storage Co. et al.; Fe et al.; case 24357; p. 1338. 

335, 412, 472, 560, 653, 672, 1404. case 24322; potatoes; p. 712. Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. A. S. et al.; 

Phillips, A. D.; truck regulation: p. 1406. Boneck, J. H., Inc., vs. A. & W. P. et al.; case 24149; paper merchandise bags; p. 325. 

Pipe line transportation; pp. 18; 78, 560, 952, case 24201; cotton work pants; p. 68. Cushwa. Victor, & Sons vs. A. & A. et al.; 

1058, 1101. ; Bonna Allen, Inc., vs. Santa Fe et al.; case case 23739; brick; p. 509. 

Plaskett, C. A.; packing for export shipment; 24055; dry hides; p. 385. Danville Oil Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
aS. _ — Veneer Co. vs. C. & O.; case 24605; 24081: fuel oil; p. 122. 

oling traffic; p. 889. ogs; p. 1105. Darling . vs. Big F al.: ce 
Port differentials; p. 288. Brick, common, description and loading re- 34076: =, it Mee nf wee x ” — 
Porter. E. L.: ris ng , . : : 3 J ; evaporated tank water; p. 180. 

7 city 4.; regulation of all transportation; quirements in ee L. territory; case 23235, Davenport C. of C. Trf. Bur. et al. vs. A 

. (4. : ° e also 23026, Brick Mfrs. Assn. et al. vs. & E. et al.: case 21020; coal; p. 771. 
weet. L. i or Traffic Club of New A. C. et al., and sub-No.; p. 608. Dayton Veneer Co. vs. A. & B. et al.; case 
P cw ; i. sch Ree 19 Brown, W. P., & Sons Lumber Co., Inc., vs. 24227; Walnut logs; p. 1338. 

Pll ge agrees A oe : M. & G. et al.; case 23876; poles; p. 385. Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Coal Co. 
rter, E. L.; sees end of rail transport; p. 336. Brownell Corp. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; cx. z. 1. 23980, d tw 
Postal rates, etc. (See also parcel post); pp. case 24235; gasoline; p. 230 = Bo Eon a « 934. one te 

2 <4 " +4) 9 9 9 , P . -_ oe . . q 
Pons Weaning Bg Boned ag ie 1291, 1304. Burkhard Motor Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case Do/More Chair Co. vs. A. & R. et al.; case 
Drnitiagn: incon name fa ies 24206; gasoline; pn. 1050. 24019; revolving chairs; p. 68. 

eT aan oan oak Gar, yet hg i pp. Burning Oil Distributors’ Assn. et al. vs. A. Dorchester Board of Trade, Inc., vs. New 

pray 893° 998° 1057. 1089 1110. 1168 "1988" 714, : +2 et al.; case 24321; petroleum distillate; — et al. € on 24455; Boston switching 

ee ae” ae ee ae . , war istrict; p. 
re ee vat tien pp. 100, 434, 667, 705, Butler Senpolidated Coal Co. vs. B. & O.; Dyer & Co. vs. Gente Fe et al.; case 24242; 
Progressives anc ans . Dp. Séo. baled hay; p. 
ee See NS, IO TO SEM California Pine Box Distributors vs. S. P. Eades Hay Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 
et al.; case 24374; excelsior; p. 1104. 24334; hay; p. 230. 
= rid peony ggg Inc., vs. I. H. Eastern Shore of Va. Produce Exch. vs. 
PROPOSED REPORTS OF |. C. C. . et al.: case 24220; beverages: p. 454. P a.: ca 567; t -track storage; 
proposed Finance Reports.) Ss Ge ae Cannelton Sewer Pipe Co. vs. A. & E. et al.; p. 230. pinnag lining ania ie 
— 24428; —_ ee 2. 9 Edgerly, J. W., & Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.: 

Aberdeen C. of C. Traff. Bur. et al. vs. Mil- anton Forge & Axle Co. vs & et al.; case 22258 (on further hearing); denatured 

waukee et al.; case 21655, also 22084, ‘Al- case 24423: crude petroleum; p. 607. alcohol; p. rb. ¢s 

bert Dickinson Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al. Cargill Commission Co. vs. G. N.; case Egyptian Tie & Timber Co. vs. Frisco et al.; 

(on further hearing); sweet clover seed ag and three sub-Nos.; wheat and rye; case 24116; railroad cross ties; p. 934. 

reparation; p. 1050. p. 60%. Elkhorn Collieries Corp. vs. L. & N. et al.; 

Acme Brick Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.: Carolina Cotton & Woolen Mills Co. et al. "24348: cannel euna: 22 

t ; case i case 24348; oal; p. 122. 

24564; hollow building tile; p. 1105. ee a ee ees COS | ee ee ee, ee EO. Be. ot 
Adamston Flat Glass Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; paper boxes; Pp. 419. al.; case 24400; imported dried blood; p. 

case 23939: window glass p. 1105. Carolina Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. C. & O. 607. - " 

Alan Wood Steel Co.; p. 608. et al.; case 24391; peaches; p. 658. El Paso Freight Bur. et al. vs. Santa Fe.; 
Alan Wood Steel Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. et al.; Carolina Shippers’ Assn., Inc., vs. N. & W. case 24383; empty carboys; p. 454. 

case 23755; pig iron; p. 563. et al.; case 24502: potatoes; p. 1105. Endicott Coal & Supply Co. vs. B. & O. et 
Albers Bros. Milling Co. vs. S. P.; case 24015; Chicago Bridge & Iron Works vs. Rock Is- al.: case 24306; bituminous coal; p. 934. 

demurrage; p. 122. land et al.; case 21007; steel tank mate- Estaves, Wm. A., Co., Inc., et al. vs. M. & 

Allied Paper Mills vs. C. & O. et al.; case rial; p. 20. M. Transp. Co.; case 24361; automobiles; 






24541; coal; p. 875. Coal and coke from southern IIl., western p. 386. 

















Proposed Reports of |. C. C. 
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Evansville C. of C. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 24302; brick; p. 386. 

Federal Enameling & Stamping Co. vs. P. 
©. A Y.; case 24271; car weighing charges; 
p. 325. 

Federated Cartridge Corp. vs. C. B. & Q., 
- Rade case 24365; empty primed shells; p. 
279. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. T. R. R. Assn. 
of St. L. et al.; case 23993; order notify 
bills practice; p. 386. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. et al.; 
case 24528; pig lead; p. 875. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. M. P. 
case 24419; zinc residue; p. 279. 
Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. et al.; 

case 24418; scrap brass; p. 1281. 

Fertilizer and fertilizer materials in Miss. 
and on materials in La. east of Miss. R.; 
case 23911; state rates; p. 279. 

Flora Saw-Mill Co. et al. vs. C. & E. et al.; 
case 24226; lumber; p. 279. 

F. & N. Lawn Mower Co., The, et al. vs. 
A. & R. et al.; case 24262; lawn mowers; 
p. 994. 

Food products in glass, classification ratings, 
between points in Official and Illinois ter- 
ritories; I. and S. 3569; p. 121. 

Fruits and vegetables, fresh, allowance for 
— at New York; I. and S. 3596; p. 
509. 

Gates Hardware Co. vs. M.-K.-T. et al.; 
case 24329; steel roofing, etc.; p. 386. 

Gates Hardware Co. vs. M.-K.-T.; case 
24504; iron chains, etc.; p. 712. 

Gates Rubber Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 23740; rubber articles; p. 386. 

Gateway Hay Co. vs. Frisco et al.; case 
24313; hay; p. 230. 

Gentile Bros. Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
24249; oranges; p. 385. 

Gentile Bros. Co. vs. S. A. L.; case 24251: 
grapefruit; p. 607. 

Georgia Public Service Com. vs. A. C. L.; 
case 18364 (further hearing); Florida log 
case; p. 1337. 

Globe Grain & Milling Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 24358; poultry feed; p. 713. 

Graff-Kitanning Clay Products Co. vs. B. R. 
& P. et al.; case 24330; flue lining; p. 658. 

Greenspan Bros., Inc., vs. B. & M. et al.; 
ease 24594; sardines: p. 1162. 

Gregory-Robinson-Spens, Inc., et al. vs. 
Frisco et al.: ease 24611; vinegar stock 
weights; p. 1281. 

Griffin Grocery Co. vs. C. of G. et al.; case 
24518; potatoes; p. 994. 

Gwin, White & Prince, Ine., vs. New 
Haven et al.; case 24510, and sub-No.; 
apples; p. 993. 

Gwin, White & Prince, Inc., vs. S. P. et al.; 
ease 24480; pears; p. 994. 

Hahn Furniture Co. vs. M. C. et al.:; case 
24463; davenports and chairs; p. 607. 

Hammond Standish & Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 24148: livestock; p. 230. 

Hancock Fruit Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 23209, and five sub-Nos., Same 
vs. Bamberger Electric et al.; Calif Fruit 
Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; L. S. Beckett vs. 
Same; Safeway Stores, Inc., vs. Same; 
Banana Supply Co. vs. B. E.; fresh fruits 
and bananas; p. 385. 

Harris, R. G., and H. P. (Harris Bros. Grain 
ag ag Santa Fe et al.; case 24259; corn; 
p. 934. 

Harrison Hardware & Furniture Co. vs. A. 
©. L. et al.; case 23272; furniture; p. 934. 

Hartman Furniture & Carpet Co. et al. vs. 
B. & O. et al.; case 23319; radios; p. 68. 

Haynes Bros. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 24039; 
boilers; p. 712. 

Heiny Roofing Tile Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 24310; clay roofing tile; p. 993. 


Highland Cordage Co. et al. vs. Southern 
et al.; case 24208; ground barytes: p. 510. 

Hill, D. B., vs. B. & L. E. et al.; case 24473: 
power shovel, ete.; p. 875. 

Hill, Roland G., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.: 
case 23046; feeder cattle; p. 1337. 

Hills Bros. Co. of Fla., Ine., vs. I. C. et al.: 
case 24100; pimentos; p. 230. 

Hoch-Smith hay; docket 17000, part 10; hay 
rates in western district; p. 179. 

Hoerman Packing Co. vs. M. P. et al.; case 
24162; eggs: p. 68. 

Hoffman Lumber Co. et al. v 
al.; case 23992: lumber; p. 1 

Hogan Construction Co. vs. I. C. et al.; case 
24299: liquid asphalt; p. 510. 

Humbolt Brick & Tile Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 24433: brick and tile; p. 510. 

Huntington & Broad Top Mt. R. R. & Coal 
Co. vs. Penna. et al.; case 24237: divisions; 
p. 386. 

Id*#ho oil rates; case 23508, also 23760, C.-B. 
Oil Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 23760, 
sub-No. 1, Clamas Oil Co. et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.: 23831, Burley Home Oil Co. et 
al. vs. Milwaukee et al.; 23543, Idaho Fret. 
Rate Assn. vs. O. S. L. et al.: p. 451. 

Illinois Coal Trf. Bur. vs. A. & E. et al.: 
case 22818, and sub-No.: coal in Tllinois: 
p. Ti1. 

Independent Coal Tar Co. vs. B. & A. et al.: 
case 23506, and sub-No.: crude coal tar, 
ete.; p. 510. 

Industrial sand cases, 1930 (not numbered): 
industrial sand (for glass making, etc.) 
in Official territory: p. 657. 

Inland Waterways Corp., operating Federal 


et. ai.; 
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Barge Lines, vs. A. & R. et al.; case 
24332; rail proportional limits; p. 229. 

International Commerce Corp. vs. S. P. et 
al.; case 24207; raw fur pelts; p. 122. 

Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 23898, and cases 
joined therewith; cement; p. 122. 

Jennings, D. L., vs. Penna.; case 24307; 
logs; p. 1217. 

Johnson-Battle Lumber Co. vs. S. A. L. 
et al.; case 24665; pine lumber; p._ 1337. 

Johnson Biscuit Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 24180; raw peanuts; p. 773. 

Jones, BZ. E., Co. ve. C. BB & @. CO ai.; 
case 24284; internal combustion engines; 
p. 386. 

Kavaston Rug Mills et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 24124; chloride of lime; p. 454. 

Kenyon, W. C., & Sons vs. Soo Line, et al.; 
case 24128: cattle minima; p. 713. 

Kirsch Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 24095; metal 
curtain rods; p. 180. 

Knox Poreclain Corp. vs. Black Mountain 
et al.; case 23983; ground feldspar; p. 122. 

Kahn, E., Sons Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.: 
ease 24091; stock yard charges; p. 1049. 

Krupp Foundry Co. et al. vs. C. of N. J. 
et al.; case 23903; pipe and fittings; p. 179. 


Lake Co. Oil Mill vs. I. C. et al.; case 23748; 
coal; p. 712. 

Lane, John S., & Son, Inc., vs. New Haven 
et al.; case 24618; crushed stone; p. 1281. 
Leader Iron Works, Inc., vs. I. C. et al.; 
case 24367; set-up steel tanks; p. 1281. 
Leas & McVitty, Inc., vs. N. & W.; case 
23805, and seven sub. Nos.; coal; p. 1049. 
Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. A. & R. 
et al.: case 15806, and sub. No., also 15900, 
Security Cement and Lime Co. vs. A, & 
R. et al., and sub. No. (on further hear- 

ing); Elkton and Guthrie rate; p. 934. 

Liberty Lime & Stone Co., Inc., vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 22315; stone, etc.; p. 1217. 

Lime and ground or pulverized limestone 
and marl from points in N. Y., W. Va., 
Va., to destinations in Va.; fourth sec. 
ord. 14186; rates on; p. 818. 

Liverpool, Village of, N. Y., et al. vs. N. Y. 
Cc. et al.; case 23959; anthracite coal; p. 
1338. 

Loose-Wiles Biscuit Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 24125; paper boxes; p. 510. 

Los Angeles C. of C. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 24263; iron and steel; p. 933. 

Los Angeles Grain Exchange vs. S. P. et al.: 
case 23692, and four sub. Nos.; grain and 
grain products; p. 875. 

Lynchburg C. of C. Traf. Bur. vs. 
et al.; case 24230; apples: p. 773. 

Lynchburg C. of C. Traf. Bur. vs. Southern 
et al.; case 24285; overalls, etc.; p. 875. 

Lynchburg C. of C. Traf. Bur. vs. C. & O. 
et al.; case 24587; crude ground talc; p. 
1105. 

Malleable Iron Range Co. vs. Milwaukee et 
al.; case 24309; moulding sand; p. 454. 
Mangelsdorf Seed Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 

case 24345; sweet clover seed; p. 325. 

Manassa Timber Co. vs. A. & E. et al.; case 
24311; piling; p. 325. 

Marshall Field & Co. vs. Santa Fe; case 
24378; artificial stone; p. 713. 

McCree & Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 24530; 
power shovel; p. 713. 

McCullough, J. Chas., Seed Co. et al. vs. 
Penna.; case 24451; soya beans: p. 1337. 
Mead Paperboard Corp. et al.; case 24169; 

coal; p. 1217. 

Meats, fresh, and packing-house products 
to, from and between points in Southern 
territory; I. and S. 3234, and cases joined 
therewith; p. 19. 

Memphis Freight Bur. et al. vs. Penna. et 
al.; case 24521; imported calcined mag- 
nesite; p. 1338. 

Meridian Traffic Bureau, for A. J. Lyon & 
Co. et al. vs. Y. & M. V. et al.: case 24308; 
p. 385. 

Meny Bros. Brick & Tile Co. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 24281; brick and tile; p. 712. 

Michael Cornella et al. vs. D. L. & W. et 
al.; case 23992; bananas; p. 712. 

Moline Consumers’ Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 18770; coal in Illinois; p. 771. 

Moore, Roger O., vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
24450; contractors’ outfit; p. 510. 

Minneapolis Bridge Co. vs. G. N.; case 24457; 
coal screenings; p. 875. 

Minneapolis-Moline Power Implement Co. 
vs. Rock Island et al.; case 24545; agri- 
cultural implements; p. 1162. 

Missouri Gravel Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al; 
case 24099; sand and gravel: p. 771. 

Morgan Packing Co. vs. Milwaukee et al.; 
case 23844, also 24317, R. L. Higgins & Co. 
et al. vs. Penna. et al.: cabbage; p. 20. 

Morrell, John, & Co. et al. vs. A. & R. et al.; 
case 22658; fresh meats and packing-house 
products in the south; p. 19. 

Mount Royal Rice Mills, Ltd., e 
Southern Pacific et al.; case 242 
rice; p. 1162. 

Muscle Shoals Traf. Bur. vs. A. C. et al.; 
case 18957 (on further hearing); old cot- 
ton bale covering; p. 875. 

National Paper Box Co. vs. Rock Island et 
al.; case 23973; cores or spools; p. 1338. 
Nelson Co. Cold Storage Corp. vs. Southern 

et al.; case 23951; apples; p. 454. 

Newark, City of, vs. Penna.;: case 24254; 
lumber loading charges; p. 713. 

New Haven application to continue service 


t a. Vs. 
32; rough 


by water; case 6469 (on further hearing); 
water line case; p. 711. 

New Jersey Dept. of Institutions and Agen- 
cies of, vs. C. of N. J. ec al.; case 24068, 
also 24174, Central N. J. Coal Exch, et al. 
vs. Same; anthracite coal; p. 230. 

New Orleans-Havana car-ferry service; case 
24119; p. 1337. 

Nicholson Corp. vs. Frisco et al.; case 24478; 
crude fire clay; p. 1217. 

North Packing and Provision Co. et al. vs. 
Rock Is. et al; case 23975; hogs; p. 325. 
Norton, Willis, Co. vs. Rock Island; case 

24412; wheat and products; p. 875. 

Odin Coal Co. vs. Il. C. et al.; case 23909; 
bituimnous coal; p. 1105. 

Okla.-Arkansas -Telephone Co. vs. South- 
western Bell Tel. Co.; case 24386; tolls; 
p. " 

Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 23902; cement; p. 122. 

Orchard & Wilhelm Co. vs. B. & A. et al.; 
case 23827; grass mats, etc.; p. 875. 

Ozark Utilities Co. vs. Frisco; case 24554; 
fuel oil; p. 1338. 

Pacific & Idaho Northern Ry. vs. O. S. L. et 
al.; case 24185; divisions; p. 453. 

Payne, Howard, et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 23270; feeder cattle; p. 20. 

Peabody School Furniture Co. vs. Penna. 
et al.; case 24500; furniture; p. 1050. 

Peabody, S. J. Lumber Co. vs. Penna, et al.; 
case 21694 (on further’ consideration); 
lumber; p. 607. 

Pensacola Creosoting Co. vs. C. of G. et al.; 
case 23978; lumber; p. 122. 

Pensacola Creosoting Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 24025; creosoted poles; p. 658. 

Penine Armstrong Co, vs. N. Y. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 24184; lumber; p. 454. 

Pet Milk Co. vs. Can. Natl. et al.; case 
24170; evaporated milk; p. 68. 

Phoenix Utility Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 
24043; steel piling; p. 20. 

Phosphate Products Corp. vs. M. I. et al.; 
case 24595; bulk lime; p. 1162. 

Plymouth Electric Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al; 
case 24468; radio cabinets; p. 772. 

Pollack, T. E., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 24108; sheep and goats; p. 1338. 

Powdered Malt Corp. vs. Penna. et al.; case 
24265; powdered malt extract; p. 386. 

Public Utilities Com. of Idaho vs. O. S. L. 
et al.; case 23167; onions; p. 179. 

Pulaski Veneer Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
24241; veneer; p. 772. 

Pulaski Veneer Corp. vs. N. C. & St. L. et 
al.; case 24157; logs; p. 993. 

Pulaski Veneer Corp. vs. Penna. et al.; case 
24266; steel and lumber; p. 773. 

Purington Paving Brick Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 24420; paving brick; p. 1338. 
Quality Gas & Oil Co. et al. vs. N. P.; case 
24247, and sub. Nos., also case 23594, Con- 
sumers Home Oil Co. vs. Same; gasoline 

reparation; p. 771. 

Railway mail pay; case 9200; p. 1050. 

Refuge Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. T. & N. et al.; 
case 24476; cottonseed; p. 1050. 

Republic Portland Cement Co. vs. G. C. & 
S. F. et al.; case 24133; cement; p. 122. 
Richmond Mica Corp vs. B. & O. et al.; case 

24192; scrap mica; p. 454. 

Rideout, Merle C., vs. B. & M. et al.; case 
24660; bananas; p. 1338. 

Robinson Clay Product Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 24519; sewer pipe, etc.; p. 875. 
Robinson-Ransbottom Pottery Co. vs. N. Y. 
C. et al.; case 24225; packing hay; p. 1050. 
Roessler & Hasslacher Chem. Co., Ince., vs. 
Cc. & N. W. et al.; case 24377; liquid for- 

maldehyde; p. 712. 

Roessler & Hasslacher Chem. Co., Inc., vs. 
N. Y. C. et al.; case 24040; sodium cyanide 
liquor; p. 1105. 

Rosenblum, Abe, Corp. et al. vs. A. G. S. 
et al.; case 20948, and two sub. Nos., Same 
vs. Same and Joe Astor et al. vs. Same; 
onions; p. 68. 

Rudy-Patrick Seed Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 24088, and sub. No.; sweet clover 
seed; p. 772. 

Ryan, D. E., & Co. vs. Nickel Plate et al.; 
case 24460; potatoes; p. 876. 

Salt Lake Glass & Paint Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al; case 24213; calcimine; p. 68. 

Sampson Electric Co. vs. Reading et al.; 
case 24417; radio cabinet minimum; p. 658. 

Samuel Stamping and Enameling Co. et al. 
vs. L. & A. et al.; case 24293; fuel oil; p. 
934. 

San Antonio Portland Cement Co. vs. I.-G. 
N. et al.; case 23995; cement, p. 122. 

San Francisco, City and County of, vs. U. 
P. et al.; case 24307; asphalt retreaders; p. 
772. 

San Luis Consumers Gas & Oil Co. et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 24337; petroleum 
products; p. 385. 

Savannah Traf. Bur., Ine., for Chatham 
Motor Co. et al., vs. M. & M. T. Co. et al.; 
case 24056; passenger automobiles; p. 356. 

Schroon River Pulp and Paper Co. vs. D. & 
H. et al.; case 22820 (further hearing); 
coal reparation; p. 386. 

Seymour Packing Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 24273; eggs; p. 230. 

Sheet metal containers in all territories; 
case 22426, and others joined therewith; 
p. 451. 

Shelby Co. Commissioners vs. M. P. et al.; 
case 24606; crushed limestone; p. 1105. 
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case 22004; fresh ag and packing-house Overcharges; pp. 90, 964. 

products in the south; 2. Peddling from cars; p. 1242. 

W. K. M. Co., Inc., vs. Bie Four etal.; case Perishables; liability; p. 1192. 

23662; steel "stampings; p. 712. Protection services; p. 1026. 

Wolverine Fruit and Produce Exch. et al. Rate, applicable; pp. 144, 244. 
vs. A. A. et al.; case 28407; grapes; p. 772. Rates, conflicting; p. 224. 

Wright-De Costa, Inc., vs. N. Y. C. et al.; Rates, increases in; p. 248. 
case 24356; steel coil cases; p. 386. Rates, through, exceeding combination of 

Wyoming Public Service Commission vs. C. intermediates; p. 350. 

B. & Q. et al.; case 23815; Wyoming con- Rates; publishing of; p. 90. 
struction; p. 658. Rates, reasonable; p. 750. 

Yellow Pine Co. of Fia., Inc., vs. F. E. C. et Reconsignment; pp. 246, 348, 420, 474; 540, 
al.; case 24218; lumber; p. "510. 1130, 1237, 1412. 

Zelnicker Car Works vs. Frisco et al.; case Refusal of delayed shipment; p. 540. 

23381: old rails; p. 713. Reparation; p. 243. 

Routing and misrouting; pp. 35, 94, 148, 150, 
200, 244, 246, 350, 534, 588, 677, 679, 842, 
898, 904, 1130, 1131, 1190 1240. 

Rule 34; p. 899. 

Sales; pp. 473, 898. 

Shippers’ load and count; p. 34. 

Shipping; p. 474. 

Spotting cars; p. 473. 

State vs. interstate traffic; pp. 420, 840, 1132. 

Switch connection; p. 34. 

Switching; pp. 422) 746. 

Switching; intra plant; p. 1237. 

Tariff interpretation; pp. 35, 36, 38, 88, 94, 96, 
144, 148, 150, 200, 246, 349, 420, 422, "424, 
534, 584, 630, 677, 678, 679, 680, 686, 688, 746, 
748, 790, 842, 897, 898, 899, ‘900, 904, 968, 
1026, 1028, 1080, 1130, 1131, 1132, 1134, 1190, 
1237, 1238, 1239, 1240, 1242’ 1308, 1312, 1357, 
1358, 1360, 1410. 

Telegraph company; liability of; p. 586. 

Through rate in excess of sum or intermedi- 
ates; p. 964. 

Transfer of car; pp. 534, 630. 

Transfer charges; p. 210. 

Transit privileges; pp. _ 1082, 1357. 

Two-for-one rule; p. 1312 

U. S. currency; payment ‘in; > 3 

Weights and weighing; pp. 24 a ine, %80, 1312. 












Sinclair Refining Co. vs. A. & G. et al.; 
case 24063; petroleum products; p. 230. 
Sinclair Refining Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 

case 24151; fuller’s earth; p. 279. 

Simplex Paper Corp. vs. Big Four et al.; 
case 24186; tympan paper; p. 1162. 

Smith, O. A., Agency, Inc., vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 24443; blank glass globes; p. 1050. 

Smith & Scott, Inc., vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 23476, and cases grouped therewith; 
grain and grain products; p. 875. 

South Chester Tube Co. vs. Reading et al.; 
case 24466; iron and steel pipe; p. 993. 
Southern Carbon Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 24134, and four sub. Nos.; carbon 

black; p. 510. 

Southern Carbon Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 
24135; carbon black; p. 230. 

Southern Creosoting Industries vs. A. G. S. 
et al.; case 19805 (further hearing); creo- 
soting transit charge; p. 771. 

Southern Desk Co. vs. C. P. et al.; case 
24014; lumber routing; p. 451. 

Southern Junk Co. vs. Clyde S. S. Co. et al.; 
case 24274; scrap lead; p. 325. 

Southern Pacific et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 23946; Los Angeles switching; p. 712. 

Southern Traffic Service for Glanton Veneer 
Co., vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 24340; de- 
fective gum lumber; p. 607. 

South West Box Co. vs. A. V. I. et al.; case 
23690; scrap paper; p. 122. 

Southwestern Milling Co., Inc., vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 24387; wheat; p. 772. 

Southwestern Portland Cement Co. vs, T. & 
P. et al.; case 23899; cement; p. 122. 

Southwestern Virginia, Inc., et al. vs. N. & 
W.; case 23817; coal; p. 1049. 

Standard Briquette Fuel Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 24196; coal os p. Ti2. 

Standard Lumber Co. vs. & O. et al.; 
case 24272; lumber; p. 29, 

Staunton Brick Co. va. G. & O.; case 23653, 

and cases joined therewith; coal to Va.; 
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Arkansas Valley Interurban construction; 
8692; p. 609. 

Atlantic Coast Line abandonment at Peters- 
burg, Va.; 8754; p. 1163. 

Chicago Great Western and M. C. & F. D. 
authorized to abandon part of Lehigh 
branch; 8810; p. 1050. 

Chicago, iilvaukee. St. Paul & Pacific 
abandonment of portion of Wis. Val. divi- 
sion approved; 8652; p. 609. 

Colorado & Southern proposed abandon- 
ment; 8760; p. 1102. 

Dakota Central Tel. Co. proposed acquisition 
by Northwestern Belt; 8924; p. 773. 

Groveton, Lufkin & Northern abandonment 
approved; 8629; p. 230. 

a ge West Texas construction; 8896; p. 
1105. 

Hobart Southern acquisition and proposed 
stock issue; 8461 and 8462; p. 773. a 
Hutchinson & Northern Ry. construction; 

8715; p. 609. 

Kansas & Oklahoma R. R. acquisition and 
construction; ae p. 876. 

Long Island R. R. Co. trackage; 7308; denial 
recommended; <4 21. 

Midland Valley excess income; 3829; p. 658. 

Missouri Pacific extension of ‘freight station 
facilities at Little Rock, Ark.; 8682; p. 1391. 

Missouri Pacific et al. proposed construction 
of bridge across Mississippi condemned; 
8179; p. \ 

New York Central acquisition of B. C. G. & 
A.; 8481; recommends C. review; p. 21. 

New York Central acquisition of Cc. A. & S.; 



























































































p. 1217. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. C. P. et al.; case 
24020; meat refrigeration; p. 180. 

Swiss Oil Corp. vs. C. & QO. et al.; case 
24175; wrought iron pipe; p. 454. 

Tamms Silica Co. et al. vs. C. & E. I. et al.; 
case 24279, also I. and S. 3577, clay or 
kaolin from Cartersville, Ga., to Tamms, 
Ill., etc.; crude clay and ochre; p. 325. 

Tennessee Stove Works et al. vs. N. Y. C. 
et al.; case 24150; frit; p. 1162. 


Radio; regulation of; oPP- 767, 1180, 1320. 

Rail statistics; p. 532. 

a declaration of policy; pp. 862, 932, 

Railroad, inter, competition; p. 377. 

Railroad earnings; pp. 62, 114, 274, 320, 501, 
790, 992, 1211, 1334. 

Railroad operating efficiency; p. 523. 

Railway Development Association; p. 1246. 

Railway Business Association; p. 997. 






















































ing , 8672; p. 1281. 
rai case 2847" switching; P: $33." “* | Northerh Alabama Ry. abandonment; $775; | Rautenberg: G. Ai; all revenue; p. 182; an 
h protnht 4  & al: p. 773. 
eee B13. lumber, bagi, ~~ o ™ et ali | petaluma & Santa Rosa control; 8917; p. Recapture of | excess, carnings (See also 
Tobacco Merchants’ Assn. of U. S. et al. vs. 1338. ones BP. 4 


Seaboard Air i. abandonment at St. 
Marks, Fla.; 8823; 994. 

Soutern Pacific adi: 8896; p. 1105. 
Tri-State T. & T. Co. proposed ‘control by 
Northwestern Bell Tel. Co.; 8723; p. 773. 
Winter Garden Belt construction in Dimmit 
and Maverick Cos., Tex., disapproved; 
8762; p. 510. 










Reciprocal buying: pp. 102, 525, 566, 824, 1074, 

56 

Refrigeration case; p. 1282. 

Refrigerator cars; pp. 620, 1290. 

Reparation; I. C. C. mae. etc.; pp. 224, 283, 
336, 820, 1118, 1160, 1294. 

Reparation: state power; p. 388. 

Revenue freight loading: p pp. 32, 78, 116, 172, 
222, 288, 318, 432, 444, 502, 557, 604, 652, 728, 
788, 826, 886, 964, 1014, 1060, 1172, 1246, 1272, 
1332, 1386. 

Rice, rates on; pp. 70, 202. 

Richardson, c. We; & defense of the railroads; 
p. 4 

Riley, R. E.; shippers and railroads; p. 132. 

Rivers and harbors; appropriation for, etc.; 
pp. 31, 88, 140, 198, 242, 344, 412, 471, 576, 
626, 672, 785, 831, $92, 894, 942, 1068, 1123, 
1184, 1234, 1291, 1394, 1296, 1297, 1355, 1404. 

Rolling stock additions; pp. 306, 476, 731, 956, 
1190, 1422. 

Rosin; rates on; 996. 

Routing rule; p. 69. 

Rule 3, Consolidated classification; p. 28. 

Rules of practice; p. 22. 

Running board experiments; p. 1166. 

Safety congress; r 5. 

Safety, bureau of; - 1352. 

St. Lawrence Canal’ (See Inland Waterways). 

St. Louis shippers’ conference; p. 1167. 

St. Louis transportation story; p. 940. 

Sand; S. C. rates; p. 1129. 

Scales, railroad; government tests; p. 1127. 

Sealing tape; p. 300. 

Ship inspection; p. 784. 

Ship loans; pp. 472, 62 6, 1231, 1404. 

Shipping; world review; p. 28. 

Shipping Board annual report; p. 1229. 

Shipping Board appropriations; p. 827. 

Shipping Board appointments; p. 1355. 

Shipping Board regulatory power; pp. 412, 930. 


A. & R. et al.; case 24161; tobacco; p. 121. 


Union Oil Co. of Calif. et al. vs. O.-W. R. R. 
& Nav. Co. °t al.; case 23100; petroleum 
products; p. 324. 

Union Sheep Co. vs. S. FP. et al.; case 24288; 
sheep; p. 510. 

United Paper Board Co., Inc., vs. M. & St. 
L. et al.; case 23872; export strawboard; p. 
658. 2 

United States of Am. vs. M. P. et al.; case 
24055; coal; p. 1050. 

United Verde Copper Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 24300; brick; p. 1217. 

Upson Co. vs. Erie et al.; case 24520; wall- 
board; p. 1050. ; 


Vera Chemical Co. of Czan., Ltd., vs. A. C. 
+ gle case 15381 (on further hearing); p 
1050. 

Virginia Corp. com. vs. Penna, et al.; case 
23818; vegetables; p. 711. 

Virginia Corp. Com. et al. vs. N. & W.; case 
23842, and others joined therewith; coal 
to Virginia points; p. 1989 and p. 1217. 

Vogt, F. G:, & Sons, Inc. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 24390; hogs; p. 510. 


Walker-Gordon Laboratory Co., Inc., vs. N. 
& W. et al.; case 24494; live stock; p. 1105. 

Watters-Tonge Lumber Co. et al. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 23852; lumber; p. 993. 

Western Burlap Bag Co. vs. C. I. & L.; case 
24536, and sub. No.; burlap bags; p. 1217. 

Western Pacific R. R. Co. vs. Northwestern 
— et al.; case 24209; joint rates; p. 

Western Pine Mfg. Co., Ltd., vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 23691; pine sash. etc.; p. 712. 

Western Salt Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
24137; salt; p. 386. 

Western Steel Products Go. vs. N. P.; case 
24573; sheet iron tanks; p. 1050. 

Wheeler Lumber, Bridge and Supply Co. vs. 
G. N. et al.: case 23944; fir piling and 
lumber; p. 1162. 

Wheelock, W. W., and W. G. Bierd, as re- 
ceivers of C. & A., vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 22487 (further hezring); Alton grain 
divisions; p. 385. 

White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 19530, also 18460, Com- 
munity Service Station Co. vs. Same; gas- 
oline, etc.; p. 1050. 


White Provision Co. et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 21994; fresh meats and packing-house 
products; p. 19. 

Wickes Boiler Co. vs. I. C. et al.; case 24181; 
power boilers; p. 386. 

Willey, C. L., Co., vs. C. & E. I. et al.; case 
24260; — bw p. 325. 

Willey, F. C., A. C. L. et al.; case 24553; 
— cord wend: p. 1050, 

Wilson & Co., Inc., et al., vs. A. G. S. et al.; 





















Pullman rates, service, etc.; pp. 341, 414, 726, 
821, 1102, 1408. 






























QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 


Accord and satisfaction; p. 473. 

Act of God; p. 590. 

Bill of lading, section 7; p. 1414. 

Cars at variance with shipper’ s order; p. 90. 

Claim; notice of; pp. 420, 630 

Classification; p. 1242. 

Cc. O. D. shipments; p. 534. 

Common carrier; definition of: p. 676. 

Company material; pp. 348, 1414. 

Conversion; pp. 88, 302, 1240. 

Customs duties; p. 248. 

Damage; measure of; = 678, 1131. 

Damages; incidental; ‘ 

Damages; telegraph deroue: p. 678. 

Damages, special; p. 897. 

Damages; proof of loss or injury; p. 898. 

Delay; pp. 304, 424. 

Delivery by carrier; p. 

Demurrage; pp. 35, 90, iP. 422, 630, 677, 840, 
1 

Discrimination; pp. 964, 1080. 

Diversion; p. 349. 

Equipment; furnishing of; p. 1192. 

Freight charges; p. 347. 

— of Commission and courts; p. 
538. 

Length of car; p. 36. 

Liability of carrier; pp. 243, 246, 248, 349, 
540, 679, 790, 897, 898, 966, 1080, 1131, 1134, 
1190, 1360, 1362, 1412, 1414. 

Liability of consignor; pp. 150, 1130. 

Liability of shipper; p. 1410. 

Liability for loss or injury; p. 90. 

Liability of express carrier; p. 1238. 

Liability of reconsignor; p. 1237. 

Liability for misdelivered goods; p. 542. 

Liability of water carrier—negligence in 
loading; p. 98. 

Liability of telegraph company; p. 748. 

Limitation of action; pp. 38, 98, 150, 350, 538, 
584, 632, 1134, 1194. 

Loss and damage concealed; p. 210. 

Loss or damage; proof of; pp. 38, 676. 

Loss and damage cases; pleading in; p. 1026. 

Minimum weight; p. 36. 

Motor truck liability; p. 898. 






















































































































SHIPPING DECISIONS. 


= Cotton Co., Inc., vs. U. S. (Ala.); p. 

33 

Bellingham, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 72. 

Cafiero-Mencacci_ vs. Navigazione Libera 
Triestina (N. Y.); p. 338. 

Calvert, The; Eastern Trans. Co. vs. Insley 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 941. 

Canada Malting Co. vs. Paterson Steamships 
CN. 2.)3 p. TOs. 

Canadian Co. of Wheat Producers vs. Mur- 
phy and Hoffman (N. Y.); p. 1169. 

Cherca, The (N. Y.); p. 1223. 

Compania General de Tabacfos de Filipinas 
vs. U. S. (Fed. Ct.); p. 192. 

Consort, The (N. Y.); p. 73. 

Dexter-Carpenter Coal Co. vs. N. Y. O. & W. 
et al (N. Y.); p. 338. 

















































Shipping Decisions 
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Erie and St. Lawrence Corp. vs. Barnes- 
Ames Co, (N. Y.); p. 1118. 

Fagan, The Gerald A. (Fed. Ct.); p. 72. 

Fredensbro, The (Pa.); p. 1408. 

Gibraltar, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1343. 

Inland Waterways Corp. vs. Hallet and 
Carey Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. —<™ 

Josephine, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 

— . JZ., Co. va. Reading Bred. Cis h 

- Transit ay vs. 50,000 bushels of 
wheat (N. Y.); 

Liverpool, Brazil ‘aa fiver, Plate Steam Nav- 
igation Co. (N. Y.); p. 243. 

Moderni, The (La.); p. 1293. 

Navigazione Libera Triestina, petition of (N. 
Y¥.)5 p. 1206. 

Pillsbury Flour Mills Co. vs. Becker S. S. 
Co. (CN. ¥.); p. 136. 

Procter and Gamble Co. vs. Atlantic Oil 
Transit Corp. (N. Y.); p. 1005. 

Starita, C. F., Co. vs. Compagnie Havraise 
Peninsulaire (Fed. Ct.); p. 1118. 

Tice Towing Line vs. James McWilliams 
Blue Line (N. Y.); p. 819. 

Washington, State of, vs. Inland Forwarding 
Corp. (Wash.); p. 883. 


Ships; building of; pp. 88, 196, 240, 578, 785, 
830, 960, 1020. 


a, sale of; pp. 88, 242, 296, 344, 578, 672, 
1 5 


Silk trains; passing of; p. 750. 

Smith, G. C.; truck competition; p. 1174. 

Smith, H. G.; president Traffic Club of Dal- 
las; p. 1416. 

Southern Traffic League; pp. 74, 536. 

Southwestern cases, consolidated; PP, 
1160, 1280. 

Split delivery; pp. 140, 344, 819, 930, ° 

State cooperation with I. C. C:; p. 13. 

Stockton, port of; p. 624. 

Stockyards charges: pp. 191, 224. 

Stop-off privilege; p. 995. 

Store door delivery; PP 82, 84, 152, 415, 574, 
606, 725, + 1282, 1349 

Suez Canal; 92. 

Sugar tranett: pp. 142, 180. 

Supreme Court, U. s.; I. C. C. cases in; pp. 
727, 819, 820. 


1047, 


SUPREME COURT, U. S., DECISIONS, ETC. 


Archibald McNeil and Sons Co., The, Inc., 
7s. W. Md.; p. 1006. 

A CC. & Fetal va. U.S. A. ot al. & LC. C.: 
fertilizer rates; p. 941. 

eng ag al. vs. McLeaish and Co. et al.; 
p. ; 


N. American Coal Corp. vs. W. & L. E.; 
demurrage; p. 941. 

Southern Ry. Co. et al. vs. Eagle Cotton Oil 
Co.; reparation case; p. 1222. 
S. Pacific Co. vs. U. S.; land grant rates; 
pp. 1221, 1222. 
U. S. Nav. Co,, Inc., 
trust laws; p. 942. 
Virginian Ry. vs. Chambers, Fitzgerald, and 
Hylton; labor decisions; p. 941. 

Western Pacific Calif. R. R. Co. ve. 8. P. 
Co.; pp. 1178. 

Willow Glen, City of, vs. Southern Pacific; 
p. 1006. 


vs. Cunard et al.; anti 


Tariffs; distribution of; pp. 822, 876. 

Tariffs; huge; pp. 996, 1045. 

Tariffs; posting at stations; p. 526. 

Tariffs; Shipping Board; pp. 241, 411, 783, 784, 
830, 1022. 

Taxes, railroad; p. 530. 

Taylor, Bes Ves advanced rate decision; p. 1157. 

Telegraph company statistics; p. 354. 

Telephone; use of by railroads; p. 536. 

Telephone earnings, etc.; pp. 78, 304, 476, 750, 
1078, 1235, 1422. 

Terminal; the railroad; p. 428. 

Thames River Line; D. 4. 

Thefts from interstate commerce; pp. 258, 388, 
883, 932, 1168, 1315. 

Thompson, ae N.; freight rate increase; p. 75. 

Thornton, H. W.; suggests remedies for U. S. 
rail problem; p. 1212. 

Time zone inquiry; p. 714. 

Tinney, C. E.; president Traffic Club of New- 
ark; p. 1136. 

Tobacco rates; p. 380. 

Tolerance rule; p. 1165. 

Traffic statistics; pp. 116, 204, 222, 354, 592, 
628, 846, 886, 890, 1129, 1144, 1424, 

Transit on vegetable oils; p. 1341. 

Transportation and research institute pro- 
posed; p. 945. 

U. S. Department of Commerce transportation 
review, etc.; pp. 802, 1004, 1129, 1212. 

U. S. Lines; pp. 242, 410, 472, 527, 578, 624, 669, 
730, 827, 957, 960, 1016, 1296. 


VALUATION REPORTS OF I. 


Cc. C. AND 
PROPOSED REPORTS. 
Black Mountain Ry. Co.; No. B-797; p. 73. 
-~ 3 and Susquehanna et al.; No. B-805; 
p. " 
Chicago Great Western; No. B-800; p. 467. 


Duluth, S. S. and A.; No. B-804; p. 564. 

El Paso Union Passenger Depot Co.; No. 
654; p. 277. 

Lehigh and New England R. R. Co. et al.; 
No. B.-798; F 320. 


Water carrier agreements; pp. 30, 86, 138, 198, 
243, 294, 343, 411, 472, 528, 578, 623, 669, 783, 
827, 891, 1018, 1063, 1119, 1i82, 1230, 1295, 1354, 

Water competition between west coast ports; 


p. 
Water line statistics; p. 731. 


WATERWAY, INLAND, TRANSPORTATION. 
(See also, rivers and harbors.) 


Ashburn, Gen., says “‘sitting pretty’’; p. 170; 
address to Ohio Valley Assn.; p. 831; ad- 
dress to Miss. Valley Assn.; p. 1186. 

American Barge Line; p. 1070. 

Barge line; sale of; pp. 832, 1186. 

Barge line finances; pp. 345, 413, 785, 831. 

Barge line liability; p. 413. 

Barge line regulation; pp. 1022, 1124. 

Calumet waterway plan; p. 893. 

Chamber of Commerce of U. S. report on 
water transport; p. 832. 

Coal and ore barge service; p. 576. 

Coffee; barge line storage; pp. 140, 345. 

Cotton rates; barge line; pp. 834, 861, 
942, 1022, 1070, 1124, 1184. 

Hennepin canal; p. 198. 

Hurley, Secretary of War; views of; p. 59. 

Illinois waterway; pp. 198, 471, 731, 1124, 1302, 

Intracoastal canal: pp. 960, 1024, 

Miss. Barge Line Co.; pp. 576, 1070. 

Miss. River improvement; p. 1302. 

Miss. Valley Association; p. 1186. 

Missouri River; development of; pp. 
785, 1124, 1186. 

Navigation vs. irrigation; debate; p. 60. 

National Inland Shippers’ Assn.; p. 1297. 

Maat Chamber of Commerce resolution; p. 

N. Y. Waterways Assn.; p. 942. 

Omaha and barge line; p. 242. 

Passengers lost; p. 1123. 

Peoria barge terminal; pp. 834, 1024, 1296. 

Pickles via water; p. 115. 

St. Lawrence waterway; pp. 60, 412, 418, 785, 
942, 1022, 1070, 1123, 1235. 

Storage; barge line; pp. 140, 345. 

Sugar transit; barge line; pp. 142, 1068. 

Tenn. River; p. 1302. 

Towboat, Herbert Hoover; p. 576. 

Water line statistics; p. 731. 

Woodlock, T. F.; views on; pp. 59, 1068, 1296. 


893, 


198, 


va. W. Y.; inconsistent rail policy; p. 
25 . 








Car line settlement rules; C. R. I. & P. et al. Long Island R. R. Co. et al.; No. B-802; p. i i - 
ont LA I. = C., et al.; pp. 1170, 1234. 467. Pp ba ae. tation as to national eco 
inchfield route cure argument; p. . Pittsbur h and W. Va. et al.; No. 835; p. 774. :’ los -_ 
.oTY ae Ferry Co. vs. U. S. et ‘Washington Terminal Co.; No. 1023; P. 386. “_ a a ee 

a : : 

De Laval Steam Turbine Co. vs. U. S.; p. Wilson, > jgova: facing the transportation 
° 2: 

Galveston Whart Co. et al. vs. G. H.& S.A. wae G. F.; who gets grain reduction?; p. 

= > © Walcott, A. J.; president Traffic Club of Kala- 
Hoboken Manufacturers’ R. R. Co. et al. Value and reproduction cost; p. 272. pono’ p. ide." 

B. & O. et al.; silk divisions; p. 1223," Vegetables; rates on; pp. 656, 774, 822. Woodlock, T. F.; views on_ transportation 
Ill., state of, vs. St. L. S. W.: taxes; pp. | Wabash gag P. 1214. questions; 57, 59, 169, 170, 221, 272, 291, 
_941, 1343. Wages, rail, 133, 134, 291, 347, 484, 522, 317, 344, a0? 378, 603, 889, 928, 989, 997, 1007, 
K. C. S. et al. vs. Commissioner of Internal 782, 816, 998° 7399, 1024, 1060, 1115, 1168, 1212, 1044, 1068, 1160, 1214, 1296, 1331. 

Revenue; income tax; p. 1222. 1291, 1292, 1342, 1393. Worrell, N. S.; president Columbus Transpor- 
Los Angeles station case; p. 820." Warehouse concessions; 274. tation Club; p. 148. 

Louisiana Commission et al. vs. T. & N. O. | Warehousemen’s protective committee; p. | Zimmerman, L. H.; transportation crisis; Pp. 

et al.; sand and gravel; p. 1170. 1024. 416. 

a a a em 
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You will be glad to have it. Every 
trafic man who has seen it pro- 
nounces it invaluable. Its title is: 


Building the Record 
in a Rate Case 
Before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission 





FREE 


Use the 





























_It is a part of ‘‘Federal Regula- 
tion of Commerce,”’ and shows the 


‘\ practical application of the prin- 
Ts ciples of transportation law, prac- 
2, \ NOW tice and procedure to the many 
4 7) complex problems encountered daily 
% % » by men engaged in traffic and trans- 
or % or ‘N portation work and allied fields. 
Fe %, *y, ‘Of, * It is printed in legal portfolio size 
%, %%, 40, ™, and contains the equivalent of a 
% L% o,™N standard size book of 120 pages. 
“4 % % tig Among the topics treated are: 
% an, Ce What the “Record” Is and How to Build 
%, yy. %o It Step by Step 
~~ >, te, Jurisdiction ef the Commission 
“~~ “,.“%, ?% Election of Remedies 
=, e, Judicial Review of Orders of Commission 
4%, me Limitation of Action 
%yee, Law of the Case 
% Issues of the Case 
% Parties—Complainants, Interveners, Pro- 
o7 ° testants, Applicants, Petitioners, De- 
al fendants, Respondents, etc. 
: Informal Complaints 
Se Formal Complaints 
7%, Supplemental Complaints 


Counterclaims and Set-Offs 











sonable or unjustly discriminatory. 
















Proceedings before the Commission at best are slow and expensive. 





does not make for better cooperation between carriers and shippers. 











comprehensive manner. 






the Commission. 








**At Your Service’’ 





210 Mills Bldg. 
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You Can Get This Valuable New Book 


Cross Complaints 

Damages and Reparation 

Shortened Procedure 

Depositions, Witnesses and Subpoenas 

Documentary Evidence 

Briefs and Oral Arguments 

Fourth Section Applications 

Approved Specimen Forms of—Com- 
plaint, Answer, Petition for Leave to 
Intervene, Petition for Rehearing or 
Reargument, 


Under Rule V 


Reparation Statement 


’ —and the only graphic charts ever 


published showing the procedural 
steps in a Formal Danatled. Short- 
ened Proceduré, Modified Proce- 
dure, Investigation and Suspension 
Proceedings 


This treatise will serve as a handy 
desk manual and even a brief exam- 
ination of it will disclose that not 
only is a knowledge of transporta- 
tion law of vast daily help, but that 
a mastery of the subject qualifies 
one to act for himself or represent 
others in a professional capacity in 
a field which is national in scope, 
uncrowded, and offering attractive 
income possibilities. 


If you are seriously interested in 
improving your abilities in traffic 
work, you may have a complimen- 
tary copy of ‘Building the Record,” 
now by using the coupon below or 
addressing a request on your letter- 
head to the Transportation Law In- 
stitute, 307 North Michigan Ave- 
nue, Chicago, Illinois, Dept. T-41. 


TRANSPORTATION LAW INSTITUTE, CHICAGO 


Shippers Who Believe Their Rates Are Improperly Adjusted 


Should first approach the carrier with a carefully considered and comprehensively prepared 
concrete proposition showing how or why the existing rates are disadvantageous or are unrea- 





Where any of these elements are involved, if the shipper sets forth the facts in a clear and 
convincing manner, he is usually far more successful, saves more time and money, and suffers 
much less chagrin and disappointment than if he merely insists that his rates are out of line, 
demands readjustment, and, failing in that, complains to the Commission. 


Many are inclined to put 
up with unfair rates rather than become involved in formal proceedings. Furthermore, this plan 


The Traffic Service Corporation will assist your traffic counsel or attorney to make a thorough 
analysis of rate situations and point out maladjustments, setting up the data in a clear and 
If the plan suggested above does not prove successful in your case, 
he can then use the analysis and exhibits that have been prepared in presenting the matter to 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


Washington, D. C. 















